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Read our comment 
on the anti-BNP 
documentary (page 21) 


A grain of truth 


Following the vicious anti-BNP pro- 
gramme Secret Agent, shown on BBC1 on 
the 15th July, the Daily Express printed a 
sneering report the next day headed ‘Des- 
troyed by 60 minutes of TV’. The theme of 
the report was that the programme, by its 
exposures, had well and truly scuppered the 
party’s efforts to achieve ‘respectability’. 
The report said:- 


“Nick Griffin’s five-year campaign to turn 
the party into a legitimate political force 
was destroyed by just 60 minutes of tele- 
vision last night.” 


In the sense that the Daily Express writer 
meant it, this observation was of course utter 
nonsense. All that the programme revealed 
was that the BNP, like any other political 
party, had a few bad apples in its basket as 
well as a few blabbermouths who engaged in 
thoroughly stupid talk under the influence of 
drink. More on this subject can be found in 
our article on page 21 of this issue. 

But there was nevertheless a grain of 
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truth in what the report said. For five years 
we have been treated to pious lectures by the 
BNP leadership to the effect that it was 
making a successful bid to change the image 
of the BNP for the better. Those with greater 
experience in the struggle for race and nation 
have known very well that this claim would 
in due course founder on the rocks of reality. 
Whatever the party tried in the way of image 
improvement, it would still end up by being 
damned with every smear-word in the media 
lexicon — for just as long as press and broad- 
casting were controlled by its enemies. The 
Secret Agent documentary, just like the 
Young, Nazi and Proud programme shown 
in November 2002, only underlined this. 

We have said it before and we say it 
again: the ‘public image’ of the BNP is 
shaped largely by perceptions gained by 
people from media reports, which almost 
always will be grossly distorted. We can 
undo these perceptions by making contact 
with those people in the course of our 
campaigns and putting across our true image 
in front of their very eyes by presenting our 
policies politely and reasonably and through 
impeccable personal behaviour. But we are 
still going to get programmes like Secret 
Agent, whatever we say or do. And the 
impact of these programmes — which we 
would contend is a diminishing one — is not 
altered by parading Jewish candidates and 
Sikh broadcasters as evidence of our 
‘moderate’ credentials. 

Where the media are concerned, no 
‘image- changing’ is going to appease them. 
When they smear us we just have to ride the 
storm and carry on. As stated many times in 
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these columns, all possible efforts were being 
made to project the best possible image for 
the BNP long before Mr. Griffin came along 
and posed as the inventor of that idea. They 
ran up against the same facts of life in the real 
world as have his own efforts. Media control 
still largely dictates which parties and polit- 
icians have a ‘good’ image and which do not. 


B...S... from Mr. Howard 


Tory leader Michael Hecht, a.k.a. Michael 
Howard, said in Parliament last month 
following the Hutton and Butler reports on 
the lead-up to the Iraq war that had he known 
last year what he knows now he would never 
have endorsed the decision to go to war. 

He’s got to be pulling our legs! 

From the beginning of this sordid affair it 


HOWARD 
Phoney ‘convert’ to the anti-Iraq War 
cause 


was perfectly plain to anyone with a 
modicum of common sense that the so-called 
‘weapons of mass destruction’ that were 
cited as reason to attack Iraq were a product 
of the imagination of cynical propagandists 
who had their own particular political agenda 
and were only seeking excuses for the war on 
which they were bent. We said this again and 
again in Spearhead — long before the new 
evidence (or lack of it) came to light as a 
result of the investigations of Dr. Hans Blix 
and countless others. And the idea that a 
country like Iraq would deploy such weapons, 
even if she had them, at the risk of annihil- 
ation by US and other Western forces was 
something belonging to fantasy. We said this 
too — over and over again. 

Are we supposed, then, to believe that a 
politician like Michael Howard, then 
enjoying a senior position in HM Opposition 
party and with far greater access to intell- 
igence documents than this journal has, 
actually swallowed the nonsense that we had 
to attack Saddam because otherwise the latter 
could, and would, attack us? 

Howard is coming out with this balder- 
dash for one reason and one reason only. He 
has seen how public opinion against the Iraq 
engagement is hardening and growing, and 
he senses an opportunity to make personal 


and political capital out of it. His opportun- 
ism is contemptible, but it is also embarrass- 
ingly visible. 

He would have been far better advised 
just to shut up. 


Labour’s latest obsession 


A little while ago it was foxhunting. Now 
it’s smacking. New Labour’s legions of the 
politically correct in Parliament have been 
getting into a frenzy over the traditional 
corporal punishment administered to erring 
children over the centuries. Of course to 
these people, if it’s old and traditional it has 
to go. There’s just no reasoning with them. 

A law forbidding smacking will achieve 
absolutely nothing. Normal parents, when 
administering a whack to badly behaved 
kids, know just how far to go. They do it hard 
enough to demonstrate their displeasure and 
breaking point of tolerance but not so hard as 
to cause injury. There are, or course, a few 
abnormal parents who will go beyond this 
and physically chastise their offspring far 
beyond reasonable limits. There have been a 
number of appalling cases coming to light in 
this regard over recent years. 

But there are already adequate laws to 
deal with such people, and if Labour’s 
‘luvvies’ really think parents of this kind are 
going to be deterred by new legislation they 
are living in fairyland. Just as anti-gun laws 
do nothing to stop criminals having guns, 
anti-smacking laws will do nothing to stop 
this kind of child-abuse. In the meantime 
they will take away from normal and decent 
parents just one more necessary and time- 
honoured practice for maintaining order in 
the home. 

These considerations aside, we might ask 
a question: with so many grave national ills 
which Parliament should be addressing — 
transport, hospitals, schools, immigration, 
the collapse of manufacturing industry — 
haven’t these people anything better to do? 


Sporting also-rans again? 


The number of British competitors in the 
track and field events in the coming Athens 
Olympics will be the smallest in nearly 30 
years. The total number will be 50 — a third 
smaller than in 2000. 

Why? Because only that number have 
managed to achieve the standards required 
for qualification. 

This is a retrograde step from the Games 
in Sydney four years ago. Then Britain, 
while not punching its full weight, did at 
least land a respectable number of medals. It 
seems that since then, instead of building on 
this moderate success, we have gone back. 

There seems to be a fair amount of 
unanimity about the cause. Sport in schools 
is in a worse state than ever. Facilities, 
instead of being improved, have declined. 


on the 


Playing fields are being sold off to devel- 
opers, despite Labour’s promise to stop this 
process for which the Tories were originally 
responsible. 

And where there are the required facil- 
ities there is the politically correct bias 
against competition. In many educational- 
ists’ minds there must be no winners or 
losers. Two years ago Culture Secretary 
Tessa Jowell, typical of the breed, supported 
a move to replace traditional events with 
‘problem-solving’ exercises, whatever that 
may mean. 

And at the same time obesity among our 
young is getting worse, due to lack of exer- 
cise and junk food. 

No wonder we are, as a headline in the 
Daily Express on July 18th put it, “a nation 
of losers.” 

We can see no likely change in this 
situation in the foreseeable future. We are 
just stuck with politicians who care little for 
the physical condition of the British people. 
Only a revolution in our national thinking is 
going to change this, and that is not going to 
come from the ranks of Lib, Lab and Con. 


Dwaines not doing well 


The Mail on Sunday published a rather 
coy report on the 4th July in which it 
lamented that performance in school exams 
seemed to be related to the first names of the 
pupils. “What’s in a name?” it asked. “The 
difference between success and failure in 
school exams, according to official research 
revealed today by The Mail on Sunday.” 

The report went on to say that:- 


“The Government survey has found that 
pupils with middle-class names such as 
Katherine and Duncan are up to eight 
times more likely to pass their GCSEs 
than Waynes and Dwaines.” 


But then listen to this. Speaking of the 
exam results, the report said:- 

“*.. they are said to be so embarrassing to 

New Labour that the Department for 


Education and Skills has been ordered not 
to publish them.” 


We wonder why! 

A little further on in the report a clue is 
supplied. In addition to the Waynes and 
Dwaines, three more names which were 
connected with bad results were Duane, 
Jermaine and Lance. According to the MoS, 
“children from black families are still near 
the bottom of the class — a situation the 
Government would like to reverse.” 

You bet it would! But how? 


Heresy in the Highlands 


Tom Forrest runs the Cromasaig guest 
house in Wester Ross in the North of 
Scotland. In late June two male lovers 


month’s news 


endeavoured to make an e-mail booking of a 
room there with a double bed. Mr. Forrest 
was none too pleased. He refused on the 
grounds that he did not approve of unnatural 
acts being performed on his hotel premises, 
which were also his home. 

What happened next will not surprise the 
reader. All hell broke loose. The ‘gay’ lobby 
went into action and wrote to the tourist 
board VisitScotland, which in its turn tamely 
buckled in the face of the lobby’s agitation 
and wrote to Mr. Forrest asking him not to 
discriminate against future guests on the 
basis of their sexual orientation. ; 

The latter stood firm, saying he would 
not be told which visitors to accept on his 
own property. He added, just to infuriate the 
homo lobby still more, that he had never 
gone along with the word ‘gay’. “I called 
them poofs and will continue to call them 
that,” he said. 

How will this affair end? A report in the 
Daily Mail quoted a spokeswoman for Visit- 
Scotland as saying that an investigation was 
under way.” 

For our part, we can only say: Bravo Tom 
Forrest! And we hope that when the ‘invest- 
igators’ turn up at his door he tells them 
curtly where to go. Two short and ancient 
Anglo-Saxon words spring to mind. 


Chutzpah beyond belief! 


The Knesset, the Israeli Parliament, has 
just produced a bill that would enable Israel 
to demand the extradition to its own shores 
of anyone, anywhere, who dared engage in 
‘Holocaust’ denial. The bill was approved 
unanimously in its first reading on July 20th. 

That denial of the ‘Holocaust’ should be 
an offence under Israeli law will surprise no 
one. But the Israelis are not satisfied with 
this. What they now want is that a person 
who writes an article or makes a speech in, 
say, the United States, France or Britain 
which calls into question the truth of any part 
of the output of the ‘Holocaust’ industry may 
be prosecuted under Israeli laws and forcibly 
taken to Israel to face trial. 

In the case of France, laws already exist 
which make ‘Holocaust’ denial a crime there, 
but such laws have not yet been passed in 
this country or America. No matter! The 
Jews will have us prosecuted under their 
own laws anyway and taken to their country 
to be tried for an offence which does not 
exist in our own countries. In other words, 
Eichmann-style kangaroo courts in which 
anyone who offends them can be hauled up! 

Kidding? You can be sure they aren’t! 
These people, you see, regard themselves as 
absolutely special, and not subject to the 
same rules as other nations. They actually 
believe that what they decide is a crime 
should become a crime everywhere, and one 
for which they can punish the offender! 
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NICK GRIFFIN, in his paper putting forward his proposals 
for altering the constitution of the British National Party to 
enable non-Whites to become members, announced that 
this topic had been discussed at a leadership conference 
in July and that the proposals had been endorsed by “the 
unanimous opinion” of those present. The proposals, 
examined by our editor on pages 6-9 of this issue, involve 
the putting to a postal ballot of the party membership a 
formula for complying with some, as yet, purely hypo- 
thetical legislation forcing the party to scrap its rule that 
members must of British or kindred European descent. 

What should concern us here as a matter of the utmost 
gravity is the “unanimous opinion” of Mr. Griffin’s coll- 
eagues to which he refers. Just how was this obtained? 
These people are supposed to be the senior represent- 
atives of the BNP around the country and in its various 
departments. It is already clear from feedback from the 
party’s grass roots that there is massive opposition to Mr. 
Griffin’s scheme. It is extremely unhealthy in any organ- 
ism — whether political party, club, society, company or 
nation — when the consensus among those at the top is 
far removed from that below, so that one cannot remotely 
be seen as representative of the other. Yet it appears that 
at the conference at which these matters were put to 
those present not one single firm voice of dissent was 
raised. Is Mr. Griffin’s ‘leadership’ circle a consultative 
body in which brains are pooled to deliberate on and 
debate serious questions affecting the party so that its 
senior executive has the benefit of prudent counsel? Or is 
that circle merely a collective rubber stamp for the 
exercise of its leader’s will? 

In this case, the lamentable failure of the conference to 
posit the obvious objections to the proposed rule-change 
suggests that the latter is true. 

People with close connections to Spearhead have in 
fact spoken to one person who was present at Mr. Griffin’s 
conference and obtained from him the admission that he 
now deeply regrets having so easily been stampeded into 
endorsing the Griffin scheme: he saw all the hands go up 
and thought he had better not be seen as the odd man out 
— a moment of weakness for which at least he is entitled 
to respect for admitting it. 

There cannot be the slightest doubt in the mind of any 
reasonable observer that a move to admit non-Whites to 
BNP membership in advance of any legal obligation to do 
so would cause so much internal division that it would, in 
effect, split the party in two. The question that must follow 
from this is: does there exist some undisclosed strategy 
in which this is in fact a deliberate aim? Does the party 
leadership actually want to drive out of the BNP all 
genuine racial nationalists and leave it with a mere rump 
of tame semi-Tories who will be all the more amenable to 
yet further ‘liberalisation’? Additionally, it might be asked: 
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A STINK IN 
HIGH PLACES 


is there a strategy directed at removing the BNP from 
participation in elections — just at a time when its 
prospects in that arena are so promising? We ask this 
because just that option is one of the ones specified in 
Mr. Griffin’s paper as seemingly preferable to the others. 

If these suspicions should prove founded, this would 
amount to nothing less than treason against our party. 

All this must lead to the question of how and why the 
people attending Mr. Griffin’s ‘top table’ come to be there. 
What are the criteria for their selection? There is already 
evidence throughout the BNP that several senior officials 
have been appointed on the basis not of competence and 
performance but of servility towards the leadership. This 
is not the way to achieve an efficient organisation but it 
certainly is the way to sow discord. 

Then there is another matter, which we suggest is not 
unrelated. There was an admission from BNP head- 
quarters some time last year that no fewer than thirty 
officials in the party were being paid some kind of 
financial emoluments for their services — a figure quite 
ridiculous for a party of the size and resources of the 
BNP. We have heard that there have recently been further 
additions to this number. Is there some connection 
between these monetary arrangements and the seemingly 
slave-like acquiescence of so many top officials in recent 
controversial policy initiatives, most notably the latest 
one directed towards admission of aliens to membership? 

Whatever the truth is here, we suggest that the time 
has come for the party as a whole to be honestly informed 
as to who among its officials are being paid, and in each 
case how much. 

We know that there are some in leading positions in 
the BNP who are honourable nationalists, do what they do 
for motives of service to the party and would still do it 
even if they were not paid. 

But these people need to take careful stock of their 
positions and ask themselves: are they sometimes 
tempted to say ‘Yes’ to bad policy and personnel decisions 
by the thought that some of their monthly bills might 
remain unpaid if they were to do otherwise? And can they 
accept money from the party with an entirely clear 
conscience when they know that so much is wrong within 
it which they have done nothing to oppose? 

A final question must be asked about these payments 
to so many official personnel: just how is the money 
available to make them possible? Just where is it all 
coming from? 

In the BNP right now there is a powerful stink in high 
places. Until those at the top become more transparent 
and stop treating the members as idiots this stink will 
remain. Just what is going on? The people who trudge the 
streets and donate the money have a right to know. 


Lord Butler and his committee can at least 
be congratulated on fathering a new type of 
report. A whitewash was not going to be 
possible. The public had, after all, noticed 
that we went to war and noticed, too, that the 
fiendish weapons of mass destruction could 
nowhere be found. 

So Butler has introduced the greywash. It 
is a remarkable document listing endless 
errors and allotting no blame. 

But we should appreciate that this is in the 
finest traditions of the British civil service, 
an area of employment notorious for acts of 
incompetence that lead neither to sackings 
nor, in most cases, even to identification. 

Sorry about the £100 million down the 
drain on this or that project. But it would be 
quite wrong to push this offending and un- 
named civil servant out into the rough real 
world. We’ll ask him not to do it again. You 
see, he meant well. 

ANDREW ALEXANDER 
Daily Mail (16.7.04) 


The two noble lords do not know what 
really happened before the invasion of Iraq. I 
do, and here it is. 

By Autumn 2002 such a vast US army, 
navy and air force was crouched impatiently 
round the decided target that for Bush to 
have brought them all home, tails between 
legs, not a shot fired, was politically imposs- 
ible. 

Whatever the UN said, from September 
2002 the invasion, sooner or later, was “GO”’. 

Tony Blair’s only choice was to stick with 
Bush or bow to the growing rage in Europe 
and his own party. He stuck with His Master’s 
Voice. 

FREDERICK FORSYTH 
Daily Express (16.7.04) 


Intelligence chiefs are supposed to serve 
the national interest. Yet, in preparing the 
Government’s notorious Iraq dossier, they 
allowed themselves to be enlisted for a 
wholly different and quite inappropriate 
purpose: getting the Prime Minister of the 
day out of a political hole. 

At the time, Blair was privately committed 
to take Britain to war alongside George 
Bush. Yet he needed a much better public 
excuse to reconcile the British people to this 
purpose than announcing it as his own Good 
Deed for 2003. 

MAX HASTINGS 
Daily Mail (15.7.04) 


This was a war made in Washington by an 
administration that chose Iraq not because it 
really imagined Iraq was a threat, but because 
it knew the country was weak and could not 
resist. Britain took part because Tony Blair 
was convinced that support for Bush’s policy 


The things theyre saying 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


on Iraq was a condition of retaining our 
standing in the Republican White House as 
its most reliable ally. If the hanging chads in 
Florida had pointed in the other direction and 
sent Al Gore into the White House, Britain 
would just as loyally have continued with the 
strategy of containment and denied that 
Saddam was an immediate threat. There 
would have been no war and no ‘strain’ on 
the intelligence services to come up with a 
justification. 
ROBIN COOK 
The Independent on Sunday (18.7.04) 


Mrs. Helen Suzman, a prominent figure in 
the great campaign against Apartheid, not 
long ago admitted that she was somewhat 
disappointed by the results of its success. 
The poor, she says, have not benefited at all 
from the African National Congress Govern- 
ment. 

What did she expect? This is the world of 
things as they are, not the world liberal 
thinkers would like them to be. It is governed 
by human beings, not by high-minded prin- 
ciples. It does not change. 

PETER SIMPLE 
The Daily Telegraph (25.6.04) 


The post-war world, increasingly obsessed 
by youth, needed a standard-bearer to sing its 
own songs, and anointed a gauche kid from 
Tupelo, Mississippi, whose gift was to trans- 
form the raw music of poor Blacks into 
comforting, bite-sized chunks for white 
record-buyers. At a stroke, the teenager was 
born, an unsettling development for men and 
women who were still coming to terms with 
the fracturing consequences of a horrible 
wat... 

Let’s spit it out. Pop culture may be 50... 
but it has never grown up and it never will... 
Anthony Burgess, the novelist and critic, who 
considered himself a musician by vocation, 
damned pop as “a _ battening  sub-art.” 
Harrison Birtwistle believes it supplies 
nothing more than a “cosmetic continuum” to 
our impatient lives... 

Anybody who looks closely at the develop- 
ment of pop music over the past 50 years, 
and recoils with horror at the position of 
absolute privilege it now enjoys, may feel 
that those men came closer to telling the 
truth than the battalion of critics who clothe 
the excesses of its performers with the garb 
of artistry. Rock music, wrote [Allan] Bloom, 
was based on a selfishness “that becomes 
indignation and then transforms itself into 
morality.” It is rooted in three great themes, 
“sex, hate and a smarmy, hypocritical version 
of brotherly love.” 

He might have gone further. He could 


have said that, with few exceptions, it is 
melodically obvious, harmonically non-exist- 
ent and lyrically excrable. He could have 
said that many performers cannot play their 
instruments properly, and make a virtue of 
their incompetence. He could have said that 
with its manufactured sense of outrage, 
juvenile emotionalism, bogus egalitarianism 
and grotesque sentimentality, pop lacks the 
capacity to express any feelings but the most 
basic; that by trying to be rebellious in some 
inchohate, ‘let’s-goad-the-parents’ sort of 
way, it has turned out a succession of illiter- 
ate chumps who are more conformist than 
the ‘establishment’ figures they find it daring 
to mock. 
MICHAEL HENDERSON 
The Spectator (17.7.04) 


I applaud Peter Hitchens’ article ‘We’re 
All Racist in the Thought Police’s Book’. 
However, he doesn’t go nearly far enough in 
his critique of the problem. 

He doesn’t recognise that Vikings, Angles, 
Saxons, Jutes and Normans were not immig- 
rants as we know the term today. These 
tribes were all racially and culturally Ger- 
manic and Nordic. 

Subsequent immigration has always been 
European, until 1945. 

The people who write pamphlets such as 
the one described by Peter Hitchens and the 
people who run the country (for they are of 
the same ilk) hate our history, culture and 
race. They are indeed destroying our country 
and way of life. 

STEPHEN GLOVER 
Letter in The Mail on Sunday (4.7.04) 


New Labour’s unpopularity matters little 
to the party’s cynical leadership. They are 
not threatened by serious rivals in most of 
their safe seats. Unbalanced constituency 
boundaries mean that even on a dismally low 
poll they can still win a Commons majority. 

The much more serious problem is the 
slow death of the Tories, who cannot decide 
whether they want to ape the Blairites or 
attack them. Most voters have no idea how 
they differ from Tony Blair on important 
policy issues, if at all. There is no fire or 
vigour in them. 

As long as the millions of lost voters 
choose apathy, the situation will be dispirit- 
ing but not actually alarming. The danger is 
that the indifference will turn to anger; and 
the passive scorn into active disgust, and 
there will be no mainstream party which can 
channel these passions into parliamentary 
politics. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
The Mail on Sunday (18.7.04) 
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Non-Whites in the BNP 


LAST MONTH British National Party 
Chairman Nick Griffin issued a circular 
giving notice of the intention to call for a 
constitutional change in the party under 
which the rule requiring members to be of 
British or kindred European descent be 
dropped. At the same time, an announcement 
of the proposal was placed on the party’s 
official website. The arguments put forward 
in support of this change are based on 
supposed legal considerations, though it is 
well known that Mr. Griffin has for some 
time been flying a kite for such a change, 
having said to a journalist that the main 
obstacle, as he sees it, is that of getting the 
support of the party members. Trying to 
explain this, he said that it would be difficult 
to “turn the tanker round” — the ‘tanker’ here 
meaning the broad mass of loyal nationalists 
in the party who have worked, fought and 
sacrificed for the ideal of a White Britain and 
nothing less. 

Now Mr. Griffin’s case for a change in 
the rule rests upon the probability, as he sees 
it, that the BNP will be forced to it by the 
necessity to comply with the law. This matter 
needs to be examined in a clear-headed way 
and not clouded with emotion. We all know 
how we feel about non-Whites being 
members of the BNP; the question is: is legal 
compulsion to this effect likely? And are we 
bound to act on the presumption of this right 
now? For a definite and final view I would 
advocate that we hold fire until a truly auth- 
oritative legal opinion has been obtained. 
What we can do right now is examine Mr. 
Griffin’s pronouncements on the subject as 
they stand, beginning at the point in his 
circular where he relates a discussion of it at 
a leadership meeting taking place on the 
weekend of July 3rd/4th. The drift of the 
circular is interrupted to allow for comments:- 


A key debate on the Sunday was initiated 
by the head of the BNP’s Legal Department, 
Lee Barnes, who explained the implications 
of a complaint brought by an Asian indiv- 
idual acting with the assistance of the 
Orwellian Commission for Racial Equality, 
alleging discrimination on the grounds of 
being rejected for membership of the party in 
accordance with our constitutional require- 
ment that all members be of “British or 
closely kindred native European stock.” 

Evidence was also presented that other 
pro-minority racist ethnic groups are pre- 
paring similar legal assaults against the 
right of the native peoples of the British Isles 
to preserve just one organisation whose 
primary purpose is to stand up for them, in a 
way which is perfectly normal and accept- 
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able to our masters when it comes to organ- 
isations for ‘minorities’, such as the Black 
Police Officers’ Association, Asian Lawyers’ 
Association, etc. 


COMMENT: To appraise the evidence 
mentioned by Mr. Barnes we would need 
to see it. Who is this Asian individual? 
What is his name? What stage has his 
action against the BNP reached? So far, 
all we are aware of is that such an 
individual did make an application to join 


TYNDALL 
Utterly opposed to a change in the rules 


some months ago, and upon having it 
rejected took his story to the media. When 
interviewed, he acknowledged that he had 
not intended to become a member but was 
only ‘testing’ our membership admission 
policy. Then who are the other pro-minor- 
ity racist ethnic groups? What is the 
evidence of their preparation of legal 
assaults on the BNP? Have we document- 
ation? If so, let’s see it! This is not to say 
that there is no documentation or evidence, 
only that so far Mr. Griffin has not placed 
it at our disposal so that it might be 
examined. 


Mr. Barnes said that, in his opinion 
(backed up by the BNP’s main solicitor), this 
is a potentially fatal attack on the British 
National Party, potentially providing our 
opponents with the means to bleed us to 
death with compensation law suits , and/or 
to have the party de-registered by the Elect- 
oral Commission, thereby banning us from 
contesting elections. Let us repeat that: The 


British National Party could be banned from 
doing what political parties exist to do — 
fight and win elections. 


COMMENT: Here the word ‘potentially’ 
is used liberally. What are the actualities? 
No end of ‘potential’ dangers confront the 
BNP: if we were panicked into precipitate 
action by all of them we would be in a 
constant process of chasing our own tails. 
Talking of the BNP being ‘bled to death’ 
with compensation law suits is at the 
moment pure speculation. The compen- 
sation suits have not yet been instituted. 
Proof of them will not exist until they are. 
If they ever were, most probably they 
would begin with one pilot case; further 
cases would not be brought until that case 
had succeeded. 

As for the BNP being de-registered by 
the Electoral Commission, the key fact is 
that this has not happened yet. It would 
seem that if there were presently any legal 
basis for the EC to de-register us it would 
have already done so. If that were to 
happen in the future, and the grounds 
were those of our bar against non-white 
members, we would have the right of 
appeal against such a de-registration. If 
this happened and the appeal failed, then 
it might well be that we would be forced to 
change our membership rules. In that 
event the necessity would be clearly 
understood by the vast majority of our 
members and accepted, however reluct- 
antly. For the moment this is some way off 
— a bridge to cross when (and if) we come 
to it. . 

In this regard, it is instructive to study 
the experience of another group, the 
White Nationalist Party, which applied to 
the Electoral Commission for registration 
as a political party. The application was 
refused solely on the grounds of the 
inclusion of the word ‘White’ in the 
party’s name, which the EC claimed 
“might cause public order problems” at 
elections. The EC was aware of a similar 
clause in the WNP’s constitution relating 
to a Whites-only membership policy but 
made no objection to registration on those 
grounds. 


He (Lee Barnes) noted the very clear 
parallel between this and the further 
advanced legal assault by the equally 
morally bankrupt Belgian state on the 
Vlaams Blok, which is one last desperate 
legal appeal away from being declared a 
‘racist’ organisation and being banned, 
despite having mass electoral support and a 


clear democratic mandate to speak for the 
people of Flanders. 

This is not a theoretical risk; it is being 
done to a modern, democratic, mainstream, 
successful nationalist political party just a 
few score miles away from the east coast of 
England in the heart of the European Union. 
After all the frauds and fiddles pulled during 
the European Election, no rational British 
nationalist can be in any doubt that Blair & 
Co. would do precisely the same thing to us 
if we are slow and stupid enough to give 
them the opportunity and the excuse. 


COMMENT: There is no parallel with the 
Vlaams Blok at all. In different European 
countries laws limiting the rights of 
nationalist organisations and individuals 
are very different, no two such countries 
being exactly the same. In France and 
Germany it is illegal to deny the ‘Holo- 
caust’; it is not illegal here. In Germany 
an attempt was made recently to ban the 
nationalist NPD, but it failed. In no other 
country but Belgium has any such 
attempt been made against a nationalist 
party, and even in Belgium the primary 
pretext was the intention of the Vlaams 
Blok to split the country in two by the 
setting up of an independent Flanders — 
though no doubt the position of the party 
on immigration was a factor in the back- 
ground. 

All this talk about the Belgian ban 
happening “just a few score miles from 
the East Coast of England” is pure scare 
propaganda. Geographical distance has 
nothing to do with this. Political traditions 
are much more of a key factor, and in 
Britain these are vastly different in many 
ways from those of Continental Europe 
and much closer to those of the English- 
speaking world across the oceans. 

This is not to say that new legislation 
which violates these political traditions 
could not be introduced, only that this 
hasn’t happened yet. 


The aim of this strategy, he (Barnes) 
stated, is not just to stop us winning 
elections, but to force us down a road 
towards confrontation and violence, some- 
thing disastrously counter-productive for us 
and our cause, but ideal for a State which 
has lost all democratic legitimacy by its 
reliance on gerrymandered and fraudulent 
elections, and which needs violence to 
provide it with the justification to turn to 
repression and violence of its own. 


COMMENT: The introduction of talk of 
‘confrontation and violence’ is a complete 
irrelevance. This is a total non-issue, a red 
herring which seems designed to sidetrack 
and confuse. 


This appears at first sight to give the 
BNP just three choices of how to deal with a 
threat which cannot be wished away or 
ignored: 


a) Maintain its present membership policy, 
be barred from contesting elections and 
become a powerless nostalgic sect; 


b) Maintain its present membership policy, 
switch all effort away from election- 
eering, accept that we will never obtain 
the state power needed to reverse present 
trends, and move towards becoming a 
Civil Rights movement and cultural ass- 
ociation aiming to fight a rearguard 
action on behalf of a native population 
facing the certainty of becoming a 
minority in our own country, 


c) Change its constitution and allow non- 
Whites to join the party as long as they 
say they agree with our policies. 


It was unanimously agreed that ‘Option’ 
(a) is unacceptable as it would involve 
certain defeat, that ‘Option’ (b) has very 
limited appeal and that even if we became 
effective the lack of a democratic mandate 
would make it easy for the Powers That Be to 
ban us outright, and that ‘Option’ (c) would 
split the party, leave it vulnerable to being 
hijacked by a determined ‘minority’ group, 
and constitutes a betrayal of our basic 
principles, hence is just as unacceptable as 
‘Option’ (a). 


COMMENT: This is dishonest. In reality 
there is an option (d), which is to carry on 
as we are until such time as a legal 
compulsion for the BNP to admit non- 
white members comes into force. That has 
not yet happened and, as _ indicated 
earlier, the supposition that it will happen 
is at the moment pure speculation. 


Mr Barnes and BNP leader Nick Griffin 
then presented the broad outline of an 
alternative, far more radical, proposal which 
they have worked out since the CRE threat 
arrived earlier this year-:- 

This is to put to a vote of the party’s 
entire membership a proposal to change the 
BNP’s constitution by including a statement 
of our belief that human biological, ethnic 
and cultural diversity is the beneficial 
product of the will of either God or nature, 
and is at the very root of our humanity. 

The statement would go on to point out 
that this human diversity is under threat 
from both impersonal forces of capitalist 
globalism and the world-shrinking impact of 
modern technology, and from the integrat- 
ionist model of multi-racism and multi-cult- 
uralism. Liberal advocacy of ‘diversity’ is in 
fact verbal camouflage for a system which, 
left unchecked, will extinguish all genuine 
diversity in a melting pot in which the 
priceless patchwork of human variety is 
merged into a rootless, coffee-coloured, 
culture-free herd of atomised consumers of 
the products of a handful of gigantic multi- 
national corporations. 

Being aware of the truly genocidal impli- 
cations of integrationist multi-culturalism, 


we must commit the party to a_ strong, 
rational and principled statement of our 
opposition to racial integration and cultural 
homogenisation. Furthermore, in our tech- 
nologically shrunken world, in which 
several other races and cultures have 
mastered Western economic innovations, 
and overtaken the numerical advantage 
which the West developed during the Indus- 
trial Revolution, the old white supremacist 
model for white survival is now obsolete. 
Racial separatists of all peoples and cultures 
must work side-by-side to provide a 
conscious, worldwide resistance to the forces 
which would wipe us all out by mixing us up. 
Genocide by cultural homogenisation and 
the bedchamber rather than by cultural 
oppression and the gas chamber. 

In place of either hatred or liberal 
surrender, we must call upon all peoples, of 
all races, cultures and religions to respond 
to the threat to our identities posed by 
capitalist globalism by agreeing to live 
separately even when our communities are 
forced — or even choose — to live side by side. 
Self-evidently, there are large numbers of 
non-whites living in Britain who understand 
that this country is ‘full up’ and who, even 
more importantly, no more want to see their 
grandchildren as mixed-race, culturally 
rootless consumers than we do. 

There is no need to discriminate against 
such people who share our basic world view 
and our deepest concerns, but nor is there 
any moral or legal need for us to mix with 
them, either socially or politically. The 
solution is not to discriminate against them 
by denying them the right to join our British 
National Party, but to level the playing field 
by letting them join their own British 
National Party. The BNP is for anyone who 
agrees with our statement of principles, but 
since our principles would — if this change is 
adopted — include racial and cultural segre- 
gation, they would no more want or be 
entitled to join our BNP than we would want 
or be entitled to join theirs. 

We wouldn’t be discriminating against 
them by not having them at our Red-White- 
and-Blue, because they would have the 
precisely equal right to keep their own Red- 
White-and-Blue for their own people. We’d 
all be proud to live in Britain, but we’d all 
agree on the need to avoid a drift towards 
the destruction of our precious diversity by 
keeping ourselves strictly to ourselves. 

We would share a common set of aims, 
and a common constitution, but they would 
elect their leaders, and we would elect ours. 
We could change our constitution, and they 
could change theirs. But we couldn’t inter- 
fere in each others’ business or organis- 
ations in any way, shape or form. If enough 
Sikhs or Hindus or blacks or Chinese or 
Muslims (provided they felt able to agree to 
a constitution which insists that Britain must 
remain under secular democratic govern- 


Contd. overleaf 
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NON-WHITES IN THE B.N.P. 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


ment, faithful to the ancient European pagan 
and Christian traditions of this land) want 
to form their own BNPs then we will gladly 
give them our model constitution and let 
them get on with it. There is even scope for a 
mixed-race operation provided that those in 
it agree — as it not uncommon among such 
unfortunates — that racial integration is 
fundamentally bad and often produces off- 
spring who feel lost, confused and unease 
with either community or culture. 

And when our BNP is voted into power, 
we would expect these other BNPs to play a 
very significant role in helping us to reverse 
the entire genocidal model of multi-cultural- 
ism by acting as leading forces within their 
own communities for peaceful separation 
and massive, phased, assisted and voluntary 
resettlement in their lands of ethnic origin. 

The finer details of this whole proposal 
are still to be worked out, but this general 
picture should give all interested parties at 
least a starting point in the debate. If anyone 
out there can provide a better solution, 
which provides an even more effective way 
of showing that we are not unrealistic 
supremacist bigots, while at the same time 
making clear our fundamental opposition to 
genocide through integration, we will be 
very pleased to adopt such a proposal. 

Provided whatever final position emerges 
from this debate is acceptable to a two- 
thirds majority of the BNP’s membership 
voting in a secret postal ballot, the unan- 
imous opinion of the Leadership Conference 
is that the anti-white tax-guzzlers at the 
Commission for Racial Equality will have 
fallen well-deserved victims of the Law of 
Unintended Consequences. 

Having set out to have us effectively 
banned, all they might achieve in the end is 
to concentrate our minds on finding the 
ideological Holy Grail that has eluded every 
nationalist party up until now — a way to 
synthesise what is known in nationalist 
Shorthand as the ‘14 Words’ (“We must 
secure the existence of our people and a 
future for white children”) with a non-racist, 
universally applicable critique of the disas- 
trous impact of liberal capitalism on human 
diversity. 

At last we see that there is another choice 
other than legally and electorally fatal dis- 
crimination on the one hand, or ideolog- 
ically incoherent, short-termist civic nation- 
alism on the other. We can choose to agree 
to work side-by-side but separately to 
preserve that which we all hold most dear. 

The diversity-mongers will be hoist with 
their own petard, helping us give reassur- 
ance to the millions of voters who would not 
baek a racist or supremacist BNP while at 
the same time ensuring that, when we win, 
we will get what we’ve fought for through 
the long years of our struggle. 

One last thing: If the liberals, in the 
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meantime, changed the law again to outlaw 
our new approach, we would not just have 
bought time before having to settle for 
something far less satisfactory in order to 
continue our battle for survival. Most impor- 
tant of all, we would force the liberals to 
drop their mask and to admit that their integ- 
rationist multi-culturalism is not about 
‘diversity’ but about deliberate, intentional 
genocide. That would be a better position for 
us to progress from than where we are today. 


COMMENT: This is pure fluff, a load of 
the most mind-numbing waffle designed 
both to appease and to sidetrack; and in 
its resort to fantasy talk about ‘gas 
chambers’ it is furthermore an insult to 
people’s intelligence. Most of it consists of 
a restatement of principles and beliefs we 
already hold about non-hostile racial 
separation, etc. Its raising of the bogey of 
‘white supremacism’ is just a big red- 
herring because the BNP has long avoided 
any such policy and has long spoken only 
of differences. Mr. Griffin is just rehash- 
ing stuff which has been common 
currency in the party for many years. 

The crucial danger of non-Whites 
joining the BNP is conveniently skated 
around — that danger being twofold: (a) 
that such an influx would drive vast 
numbers of Whites out of the party; and 
(b) that in consequence non-Whites, grad- 
ually becoming more numerous and more 
powerful, could eventually take the party 
over. What we would have in the BNP 
would be just a re-enactment of the ‘white 
flight’ that is resulting in one area of our 
country after another being surrendered 
and becoming alien territory. 

It is no answer to this to propose the 
fatuous concept of two or more ‘BNPs’. If 
legislation ever were to be enacted along 
the grounds that Mr. Griffin warns would 
happen, we could be quite sure that it 
would cover such nonsense and still make 
it illegal for a white BNP to exclude 
non-Whites. If the legislation did not in 
the first place outlaw such a practice we 
can be certain that before long it would be 
upgraded to do so the moment Mr. 
Griffin’s formula were adopted. 

And if Mr. Griffin imagines that nice, 
cosy ‘agreements’ between Whites and 
non-Whites along the lines he has sugges- 
ted is going to prevent this happening, we 
have to ask: what planet is he living on? 
We are facing an enemy dedicated to our 
destruction — and here we speak of the 
hostile coalition of Whites and non- 
Whites determined upon what Peter 
Hitchens has described as the ‘Abolition 
of Britain’. The idea that such an enemy 
can be reconciled by the facile prescrip- 
tions he has put forward is one that 
belongs to cloud-cuckooland. 

As a part of this rubbish, Mr. Griffin 
seems to be suggesting that we can reach 


an agreement with non-Whites that they 
will not join the white BNP if we agree 
correspondingly not to apply to join their 
organisations. Has he not heard the story 
about the hunter and the bear? 


SUMMARY 


If and when — and only if and when — the 
BNP is compelled by force of law to admit 
non-Whites to membership, then will be the 
time to address the issue of constitutional 
changes. For the moment there is no such 
necessity, and with this being so we are 
bound to ask whether behind all this 
verbiage there is another agenda being 
followed — an agenda of which, naturally, 
Mr. Griffin makes no mention. 

In place of the seemingly plausible 
arguments Mr. Griffin has put forward 
calling for the admission of non-white 
members — arguments purporting to be based 
on legal considerations — I will suggest an 
alternative scenario. As stated earlier, Mr. 
Griffin has been flying a kite on this issue for 
some time. His problem in giving effect to a 
policy he has long wanted is that it would 
meet with massive opposition from the party 
membership at the grass roots. 

As I read this latest proposition, it is an 
attempt to overcome that problem by the 
introduction of quasi-legal arguments which 
Mr. Griffin and his supporters hope will be 
way over the members’ heads, and which 
they will consequently accept on the assump- 
tion that Nick knows best! 

And there seems to be an uncanny 
coincidence(???) in the fact that this latest 
move is being introduced just after an 
election campaign has taken place in which 
the BNP abysmally failed to meet the targets 
it invested so much in pursuing, namely the 
election of MEPs to the European Parlia- 
ment. This ought to be a time when the party 
leadership is focused on healing wounds, 
lifting morale and safeguarding party unity. I 
submit that this measure is going to accom- 
plish the very opposite. 

All of which brings us back to the 
question of what is the actual agenda. In 
many conversations I have had with party 
members over the past year or two I have 
ventured the opinion that the agenda is one 
aimed at splitting the BNP, and that all these 
various ‘liberal’ postures — of which this 
latest one is clearly the last straw — have been 
aimed at driving genuine racial nationalists 
out of the party so that it can be reshaped and 
reinvented in a way that bears not the 
slightest resemblance to the intentions of its 
founders of 22 years ago. 

As a corollary to this agenda, I believe 
that it is hoped that massive discontent 
within our party will lead to the formation of 
a breakaway party and that thus will be 
accomplished the central strategy of our 
enemies, which is divide and conquer! This 
underlines, if it ever needed underlining, that 
we must not oblige those enemies: we must 


stay in the BNP and fight for the things we 
believe in. 

As to the real identity of those behind the 
agenda, that is anyone’s guess; but I suspect 
that in this matter Mr. Griffin is not the real 
master of the situation. 

This summary must end by addressing 
the question: What can we do? Clearly, what 
we must do is to use the enormous influence 
we have in the BNP by way of our numbers 
to fight the new policy by constitutional 


Blacks in the BNP? 


This is another area where there 
are two motives for suggesting the 
thing in question. A few individuals — 
the good- hearted but politically naive 
— think it would be a good thing 
because it would help us to overcome 
the ‘racist’ tag which undoubtedly 
costs us a significant amount of 
support. Others — the enemy plants 
and the plain malcontents — know 
that it isn’t really going to happen 
(our emphasis), but understand that 
so many BNP members are absolutely 
sick of Political Correctness and 
enforced multi-culturalism that the 
idea that it could happen in the party 
itself is deeply disturbing, and hence a 
very good weapon to provoke internal 
dissension. 

That said, | have to say that | 
understand how the presence of, for 
example, a Sikh columnist in Freedom 
might lead even those who under- 
stand the political and legal utility of 
such a move to worry that it might be 
“the thin end of the wedge.” 

Well, | can tell them here and 
now that it isn’t. The BNP’s constit- 
ution expressly states that only 
individuals of British (i.e. English, 
Scots, Welsh and Irish) or closely 
kindred European stock may join as 
members. Not only do I not intend 
to try to change this fundamental 
rule, but | would vigorously oppose 
anyone else attempting to push for 
such a change, and | have no doubt 
that a large majority of the party 
would back me on this (our em- 
phasis). 


Reality 

Does this make us ‘racist bigots’? 
No. It simply means that we have 
taken notice of the realities of political 
power in a multi-racial ‘society’. 


means. As a first step in this direction we 
must insist on an open and honest debate in 
the party on the issue, and indispensable to 
this debate is the calling of a general 
members’ meeting at which the issue can be 
properly argued out. Mere submissions by 
post or e-mail are totally inadequate; these 
can be censored, thrown in the wastepaper 
bin or just ignored as the leadership pleases. I 
urge all those concerned over this matter to 
use their influence to call for such a meeting 


Non-Whictes in the BNP 


Because, in fact, there is no such 
thing as a multi-racial society; what is 
described as such is in fact an 
unnatural state, held together in the 
final analysis by repression, in which 
different ethnic groups jockey for their 
share (fair or otherwise) of a strictly 
limited pie. 


NICK 
GRIFFIN 
writing in 
Identity 
magazine, 
. December 
2003 


As such a society drifts by fits and 
starts into Balkanisation, any ethnic 
group which doesn't have a powerful 
organisation whose express purpose 
is to look after and promote the inter- 
ests of that group will inevitably come 
off second best in the struggle for pie 
at the hands of those which do. In the 
exclusively anti-white multi-racial mess 
which is modem Britain, however, 
while Black Police Officers’ Associat- 
ions, Black Lawyers’ Associations, 
Bangladeshi Cultural Associations, 
Muslim Councils and Old Uncle Tom 
(clearly black) Cobbleigh Associations 
are all not just legal but actively en- 
couraged (invariably with our tax 
money), it is illegal for any such group 
to set up in defence of white interests. 

By a strange quirk of the law, while 
every other ethnic group can have as 
many bodies promoting its interests as 
human ingenuity and the generosity of 
the British taxpayer can produce, the 
native, white European peoples of 
these islands are only permitted a 


— which is anyway long overdue (we have 
not had one for over four years). 

Oh, and in case readers are not aware, we 
have heard that Richard Edmonds and Yours 
Truly, who might be considered among the 
most eloquent opponents of non-white 
membership of the BNP, have just been 
officially ‘banned’ from speaking at future 
party meetings — though no official notif- 
ication of this decision has been received by 
either of us as these words are written! 


political party; our people have the 
British National Party or they have 
nothing. That’s why it has to stay 
white (our emphasis), which includes 
keeping out people of mixed race, 
since these unfortunates invariably 
identify with the non-European part of 
their ancestry. If anyone doesn’t like 
that, they should blame the left-liberal 
social engineers who have created a 
system which pits ethnic group against 
ethnic group, and denies our people 
the right to choose whom they wish to 
associate with in leisure and cultural 
activities. 


“Friends, not family” 

The above is an additional argu- 
ment, the fundamental human right to 
‘discriminate’ — to chose who one 
does or does not wish to associate 
with, without having to justify that 
decision to some public morality 
police — but the increasingly hard-con- 
tested struggle for pie is the key 
problem created by multi-racialism, so 
that must remain the chief reason for 
the BNP to explain politely and without 
rancour to sympathetic members of 
other ethnic groups that we will con- 
tinue to regard them as “friends, not 
family.” 

Only one thing could change this, 
and that would be the imposition of a 
Europe-wide change in the law which 
would ban any political party which 
operates what the liberal-left would 
describe as a ‘racist’ membership 
policy. Clearly that would then require 
very careful consideration in the light 
of the necessities of organisational 
survival. Unless or until that time | 
would stress, however, that the 
British National Party’s current 
membership requirements should 
not be changed (our emphasis). 
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OUR masters always claim that we live in 
an egalitarian world. In theory, all 
nations should be treated exactly the 
same, within some limits imposed by 
their size and importance to us. This 
idealistic theory falls down very flat when 
we consider the existence of a body 
named the Labour Friends of Israel, 
which exists to provide support and 
succour for that state. Now is there, say, 
an organisation called the ‘Labour 
Friends of Nepal’ - a much larger 
country than Israel - with 50 or more 
British MPs diligently attending its 
meetings? Does Tony Blair haunt moun- 
taineering clubs in the hope of finding a 
passing Sherpa to butter up? 

No, of course he does not. George 
Orwell put it nicely with his phrase about 
some animals being more equal than others! 
Incidentally, an equivalent organisation 
exists for members of the other party of 
decadence, unimaginatively called - you’ve 
guessed it - the Conservative Friends of 
Israel! The two parties do seem almost 
identical today anyway, even down to both 
having leaders with changed family names. 
We all know about Mr. ‘Howard’, but Tony 
Blair’s family name was originally Parsons, 
the change being due to his actor grand- 
father’s complicated domestic arrange- 
ments. 

Perhaps the noxious grovel performed 
by Blair at the most recent meeting of the 
Labour Friends of Israel on June 16th could 
be mitigated by claiming that it was all the 
work of an insincere actor. That would, 
after all, be the kindest explanation. At this 
meeting, held before not only Westminster 
MPs, but also - perhaps more importantly — 
various Israeli dignitaries and wealthy 
businessmen of the type who have funded 
his private office, Blair made a speech. He 
began by saying that he was “glad to be 
among friends.” That at least is true, since 
he has forfeited the support of the British 
people. 


LABOUR’S PRIORITIES 

Under New Labour it’s now a common- 
place for old folks’ homes to be closed 
down and the long-term residents uprooted 
and shifted somewhere miles away, a high 
percentage soon dying in the process. The 
reason given for such closures is invariably 
lack of government funding. There is, of 
course, no lack of government funding to 
pay an estimated L9 billion for the Iraq war 
and occupation. Perhaps the gentlemen at 
the LFI meeting could explain that odd 
choice of priorities to us! In all the drab 
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suburbs of Liverpool or London that seem 
to be descending towards exhausted decay, 
the talk is all of cutbacks and debt. But it is 


a wholly different state of affairs when it 
comes to funding the New World Order’s 
endless series of wars! 


Phoney Tony then went on to state that 


IAN BUCKLEY reports 
on ‘Tone’ speaking to 
the Labour Friends of 


Israel 


his government had “borne inspiration” 


from Judaism. Well even though Professor 


Israel Shahak didn’t think too much of 


Judaism, perhaps the term Zionism would 


have been more accurate. But I agree for 


once with Blair, now that he’s admitted that 
the lies, corruption, deceits and evasions of 
the Government have been in accord with a 


HE GREAT BLAIR GROVE 


THE TRUTH ON ITS HEAD 


Blair went on to say at the meeting: 
“Your community is a beacon on so many 
core issues, standing for compassion and 
human rights and freedom. These are 
concepts that can bring real hope to the 
wider world.” How can this man get away 
with such a blatant inversion of the truth? 
Maybe it comes with the territory, for as 
Edwina Currie wrote in a revealing passage 
in her novel She’s Leaving Home:- 


“That code of ethics which Reverend 
Siegel had so lauded ought to have 
tolerance and compassion as its very 
soul, but apparently — self-evidently - it 
did not. The tendency of Jews to practise 
against others the racial discrimination 
they themselves suffered through the 
centuries was too often present. It was 
there in Israel, it existed in her own 
home... Against non-Jews they would 
freely express (even, sometimes, in the 
subject’s hearing) such prejudices as 
would have made liberal critics scream 
‘anti-Semitism’ had they been uttered 
against Jews. Intermarriage was 
absolutely forbidden —- by Jewish law. 


Our artist’s version of Mr. Blair making his routine appearance at the Labour Friends 
of Israel gathering 


master plan, as it were. 

We even had the mysterious death of 
Dr. Kelly, very much in line with what 
happens to dissenters in Israel who know 
too much, as with John Demjanjuk’s 
lawyer. The conspiracy theorists who 
continue to mutter about “secret hidden 
influences” on the government are wrong 
after all: there is no secret anymore; it’s 
now all out in the open! 


Racial intermixing was not allowed - 

every subterfuge would be employed to 

prevent it and to deter anyone tempted. 

Because it was Jews who said and did 

such things, a deaf ear was turned.” 

As Edwina Currie indicates, there are 
two separate codes at work here, one for 
internal and the other for external consump- 
tion. There is even the possibility that the 
commitment to ‘human rights’ is sincere, 


since in the Talmudic dialectic Arabs - and 
Gentiles in general — are not considered 
human. 

We are nationalists, and it would be 
hypocritical to condemn Jewish nationalists 
(though there are sensible limits, which 
Israel obviously transgresses). What I do 
condemn them for is their pretence of 
sweet-heart liberalism while being the most 
fanatical racial nationalists of all. 

But let’s return to the great Blair grovel 
on Israel: “After little over half a century it 
has one of the most advanced economies 
and is a world leader in industries such as 
medicine, commerce and information 
technology. This is testament to the Jewish 
spirit.” 


ISRAEL’S ECONOMIC CRUTCH 


But how much of all this rests on the 
billions upon billions of dollars extracted 
from the American taxpayer? Additionally, 
since 1952 Israel has received a total of £36 
billion in German reparations for alleged 
warime atrocities. The president of the 
World Jewish Congress, Nahum Gold- 
mann, once said that half of Israel’s infra- 
structure was German, that every train in 
Israel was German, as was a large propor- 
tion of the country’s shipping. 

Apart from its military power, the 
economy of Israel is not in too strong a 
shape in any case. Of course, Tone would 
never mention the contributions of ecstasy 
dealing, the sex slave trade and money 
laundering to that economy, would he? 
Neither would he bring to our attention that 
county’s multi-million dollar industry in 
illegal, unlicensed military technology, 
including the Israeli-built Mirages which 
sank HMS Ardent during the Falklands 
War. 

His comments about a “world leader in 
information technology” may well be true. 
This includes, does it not, the completely 
new field of computer instant messaging? 
Such software, as provided by the Israeli 
Odigo firm, supplied a mysterious prior 
warning of the World Trade Centre attacks! 

Blair also took care to remind his 
audience that “a stable Iraq will be good 
news for Israel.” The key word here, 
without doubt, is ‘stable’, meaning - we 
may reasonably presume - an Iraq asset- 
stripped and brought into the Zionist orbit. 
We must be grateful to crawler Blair for 
having laid bare the truth. Forget the risible 
propaganda story of the non-existent 
‘Saddam’s People Shredder’a; the war was 
for Israel from start to finish. As Mrs. 
Gentle, mother of the latest British soldier 
to perish in Iraq cried: “This is not our 
war. My son has died in their war. My son 
was just a bit of meat to them.” 

Indeed. Turning to real meat in his 


disgraceful speech, the unstrung puppet of 
big money commented that he opposed the 
Farm Animal Welfare Council’s call to 
outlaw shechita, the cruel form of religious 
ritual slaughter of farm animals. 


BLAIR THE CRINGER 

To use the words in their loosest 
possible sense, one is worried about the 
mental processes of Blair. Would any tramp 
on the Embankment be so lacking in self- 
respect and pride to behave in such a dis- 
gusting and cringing manner? But then 
Blair did start off his ‘legal eagle’ career as 
tea- boy to the President of the Board of 
Deputies, Eldred Tabachnik, and in a way I 
suppose he still fulfils that function today. 

Incidentally, you could look in vain for 
any reference to the Labour Friends of 
Israel meeting on the BBC or ITV. It was 
reported on the ‘Totally Jewish’ news 
service on the Internet, but even here the 
report mysteriously disappeared after a few 
days. Now obviously, ‘Totally Jewish’ 
news is intended for internal consumption, 
but maybe it was realised that the item was 
too revealing by far and so had to be 
removed. Israeli and Jewish papers do often 
contain highly interesting material that is 
not intended for outsiders. An article in the 
Jerusalem Post published just before the 
last election contained the gem that:- 


“The Conservative Party came under the 
dominance of Margaret Thatcher, who 
represented a heavily Jewish district in 
north London. It was obvious that she 
had huge respect for Jews. The Conserv- 
atives became the main pro-Israel party.” 


And even more relevant, not to say 
chilling, in all that it implies for our 
country today was this quote from Jon 
Mendelsohn of the Labour Friends of Israel 


Listen to nationalist radio! 


Send International Reply Coupon 
for broadcast details to:- 
NATIONAL VANGUARD BOOKS, 
Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, 
U.S.A. 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


Read Spearhead on 
the Internet! 


The best articles and news _ items 
published in Spearhead in recent months 
can now be seen on the Spearhead 
website. You can visit this site at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 


group:- 


“Blair has attacked the anti-Israelism 
that had existed in the Labour Party. Old 
Labour was cowboys-and-Indians 
politics, picking underdogs to support,” 
Mendelsohn says, referring to the time 
before Blair rebranded his party as ‘New 
Labour’ in the 1990s, “but the milieu 
has changed. Zionism is pervasive in 
New Labour. It is automatic that Blair 
will come to Labour Friends of Israel 
meetings.” 


Richard Wagner always liked to claim 
that he was one of the last men in Europe 
not on his knees before this particular 
power structure. But today kneeling would 
be the least of it - Blair is flat out, prostrate 
before the new god of Zion. 


a The unbelievable ‘people shredder’ attrib- uted 
to Saddam Hussein even made the Times front 
page, with one New Labour harridan saying: 
“How can you be against this war? He shreds 
people for God’s sake!” 


Spearhead Group 


As from last month, what used to known as the Spearhead Support Group has 
been renamed the Spearhead Group. At the same time it has been decided that 
the group will extend the range of its activities. These have already included 
meetings and social functions, and details of further activities will be given in 
future issues and by bulletins. These activities will be directed to the defence 
and promotion of genuine racial nationalism in Britain and opposition to any 
liberalising or ‘watering-down’ tendencies in the nationalist movement. 

These things apart, the SG, a non-party organisation, aims to promote the 
circulation of our magazine — something particularly necessary in view of the 
rule under which Spearhead is banned from sale or display at British National 


Party meetings. 


The SG should not be confused with the Friends of Spearhead, which is 
primarily a fund-raising body. The SG is independent of any political party and is 
also independent of Spearhead itself. It is not a part of the Spearhead organis- 
ation but is entirely self-regulating. The editor of Spearhead is sympathetic to its 
aims and appreciative of its support and work but does not regulate its activities. 

The SG does not have a formal membership, with subscriptions, cards, etc. 
Those interested in helping in its work should make contact by writing to PO Box 
156, Leeds LS27 8WW. The SG’s e-mail address is:- 
<SpearheadSupportGroup@yahoogroups.com> 
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CONTINUED IMMIGRATION into Britain is now taking on 
revolutionary dimensions which bode ill for the future, 
since it will completely and utterly alter the character of 
this country and will have a negative impact upon intell- 
ectual life for decades to come. 

Forget about political correctness: all of the medical, moral, 
and economic problems the media now worry about will, in 
about 20 years time, be replaced largely with questions of 
anthropology, nationalism and identity, urban violence and 
crime. 

Present-day headlines about the ‘Tale of Two Countries’ 
won't be about the north-south economic divide but about the 
ethnic/racial one. Diseases and social problems will come and 
go, but the word ‘racism’ will never seem to vanish from the 
journalists’ lexicon. The courts will increasingly be dealing with 
‘race-hate’ show trials. 

This last fact alone means that future debates about this 
country’s destiny won’t be placid, seminar-like occasions 
either: they could become extremely rancorous because 
cultural civil war between the indigenous British and the ever- 
growing diaspora communities is already breaking out. 

To say that Britain has been transformed in the last 30 years 
would be a gross understatement. According to figures from the 
Office for National Statistics (ONS), the proportion of the popu- 
lation now living in this country born overseas has almost 
doubled in 50 years to a record one in twelve. The largest 
increase occurred between 1991 and 2001 - just ten years — in 
which four million foreigners came to Britain to live perma- 
nently, a population about equivalent to that of Ireland, and 
which in total is larger than the combined populations of Slov- 
enia, Estonia and Cyprus. This is a fact that everyone in London 
has seen with their own eyes. Some areas of the city’s outer 
suburbs have been transformed into versions of New Delhi or 
Lagos. 

To these figures must be added the four to five million 
immigrants that were already here — so this makes a total of, 
say, nine million people of foreign origin (about comparable to 
the entire populations of Portugal or Sweden) living here in 
Britain. 


CONSEQUENCES OF WHITE FLIGHT 


Pundits are now worried that the white middle classes are 
exiting London in droves, thus leaving behind a largely low- 
wage earning ethnic proletariat. This will affect the tax base and 
the city’s ability to generate wealth, and London will be 
unattractive to foreign investors. There will soon be insufficient 
funds to support the social and health services, which will be 
increasingly overburdened and underfunded. 

Ethnic minorities, from my experience, are too often 
regarded as virtual colonisers, people having no historical, 
cultural or racial links with this country, or in most cases even 
with other EU countries. 

We aren’t talking here of ancestral peoples who have lived in 
one region for centuries and are disputing how much cultural 
or political power they are entitled to: we aren’t, for example, 
alluding to Sunnis, Shi’ites, Turkomens, Tadjiks, Chechens or 
Pashtuns, or any of the hundreds of other tribes living in situ; 
we are talking about a motley crew of foreign invaders, speaking 
more than a hundred different languages, who have nothing in 
common either with each other or with the host community 
among whom they have chosen to live, who will have only the 
faintest idea of the history of this land, and hardly any geo- 
graphical knowledge of the townscapes or landscape. Every 
street and town they live in will reflect the identity of another 
race of people. Every single brick from which their dwellings are 
built will have been made by us, the British. Every bus and 
train they travel on are our buses and trains. 

Many of the items on television news still reflect a largely 
Anglo-Celtic way of life, with references made to recent 
historical events, but they are likely to be meaningless to most 
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IMMIGRATION 


The identity 
crisis deepens 


ANTONY MILNE argues that 
multi-racial Britain is fast 
becoming dysfunctional 


people of foreign origin (virtually half the foreign population 
living here would not have been here during the Falklands war, 
a relatively recent event). In addition, the press and TV are now 
constantly relaying stories about black crime, bogus immig- 


ALIENATION 


These women are demonstrating against the banning of 

Moslem headscarves in French schools. The ban simply 

illustrates the cultural polarisation of French society. The 
same polarisation is occurring in Britain. 


ration scams and ethnic ‘Muslim headscarf’ issues, none of 
which is likely to endear them to the British. 

Further, the longer they remain here the more the ethnic 
minorities will be plagued with problems of legitimacy. They will 
struggle in vain to alter British modes of thinking, to get us to 
adopt the same false consciousness that divides people only 
into ‘black’ and ‘white’ categories; or they will unconvincingly 
try to hyphenate themselves into being something like ‘Asian- 
British’, as if they were half-goat and half-horse! 

Many of these people struggle desperately to drag us white 
British into their existential crisis. When the foreign-born 
Yasmin Alibhai-Brown wrote Who Do We Think We Are? she 
was hoping that we would all be jointly worrying about this 
question, when she was really only referring to the dilemma of 
the diaspora communities themselves, with many of the 
cultures of whom she herself, ironically, will be personally 
unfamiliar. 


DEPENDENCE ON LIBERAL ESTABLISHMENT 

If the immigrant communities, to justify their presence here, 
come up with the other argument that they were legally allowed 
to live here, they then have to associate themselves, in virtual 
perpetuity, with the liberal political establishment who they 


1 


trust will guarantee their safety and not deport them. But if the 
politicised reasons they give for their being here are not the 
same as ours, the potential for prolonged enmity is very real 
indeed. On top of the absence of a common identity or culture, 
there will be these added political cleavages. The minorities will 
be seen only as an alien manifestation of left-liberalism, 
propping up an increasingly unpopular and shop-worn treach- 
erous political establishment. 

If were a black man, I would be extremely worried about the 
number of English flags adorning English windows, which were 
kept up long after England were knocked out of the Euro 2004 
championship. I would also be worried about the phenomenal 
vote for UKIP in the recent Euro elections, and the continued 
firming up of the BNP vote. As Roger Scruton recently wrote, 
“We, the English, have in recent years been denied a political 
identity, have been told to repudiate our national history and 
culture and are being herded into a multi-cultural future that 
we never wanted and were never asked to choose.” 


COLLAPSE OF MORAL VALUES 


As the civic moral order is in danger of collapsing, the 
politicians have not grasped that the centre of political gravity 
has also shifted. The increase in yobbish behaviour and the 
blatant licentiousness revealed in our street life, drinking 
habits and clothing fashions, and the brutalised look of many of 
our young men, are manifestations of an underlying anxiety 
about the threat to our national identity. This in turn means 
that the traditional moral values that have long underpinned 
this nation, including the maintenance of high educational 
standards — in other words the civilised standards upon which 
the ethnic minorities rely for the maintenance of neighbour- 
liness and tolerance - are also undermined. In other words, 
left-liberalism has already shattered our bedrock norms of 
respectability and responsibility. The churches, police, lawyers, 
civil servants and universities have actively promoted this 
moral slide, with drastic effects on the social order and national 
character. 

The ethnic minorities should ask themselves whether they 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


have contributed to this new seedy moral order. Communities, 
after all, depend upon a degree of social cohesion, and that in 
turn rests on a critical mass of familiarity, shared language and 
traditions. The first generation of migrants should have seen 
that continued foreign settlement into this country would 
destroy this cohesion upon which they, like the rest of us, 
depend, and should have joined in campaigns to stop further 
immigration instead of abusing the white British for doing just 
that. The fact that they have connived in further immigration 
proves that they have colonising instincts along the lines of ‘the 
more the merrier’, or ‘there is safety in numbers’ (there isn’t 
actually). 

Let me give a specific instance. Scotland Yard is to launch a 
specialist unit to tackle an explosion in Asian crime: the 
murder rate for South Asians has almost quadrupled in the last 
decade. Lord Ahmed, a leading Labour Muslim peer, has said 
that many serious crimes are never solved because the police 
have little knowledge of the inner workings of Asian 
communities. More to the point, he complained that there is “a 
widespread problem of indiscipline among our young people... 
faced with prevailing lax moral standards.” 

But these lax standards have been actively promoted by the 
liberal intelligentsia who, following World War II, adopted such 
a pathological hatred of Nazism that this turned into hostility 
towards all forms of authority structure. The support of mass 
immigration into Britain is a form of ideological fanaticism, and 
is a threat to democracy itself. 

A small degree of diversity — as between tribal variations of 
the same racial stock —- might be good for a country, but not 
extreme diversity pushed through at such an alarming rate. 
British society is becoming dysfunctional, and that hints that 
Britain will sooner or later become a ‘failed state’. Life in the big 
cities will become increasingly unpleasant for the ethnic 
citizens. Communities have been breaking down in inner cities 
because they are becoming overburdened with too many 
overlapping ethnic, economic, social and housing problems. 

The ethnic community leaders and their political lackeys 
must be held at least partly responsible for this state of affairs. 


St. Werburgh’s Park Nursery School said they 
were pre-empting a coming government ruling 
that priority in admissions was to be given to 
children from ‘disadvantaged’ backgrounds, 


AN OPTICIAN in Liverpool wanted to adver- 
tise at the local JobCentre for a receptionist. 
Included in the advert were words indicating 
that the desired applicant should be ‘hard- 
working’. 

This was not acceptable to the JobCentre 
to begin with. The optician, Mrs. Pauline 
Millican, was told that this amounted to dis- 
crimination against lazy people. After some 
argument, it was agreed to include the words 
in the advert provided that the JobCentre 
people could cover their tracks by saying that 
Mrs. Millican had insisted on it. However, 
when the advert was put up the offending 
words had been taken out! 


* * * 


A LITTLE GIRL’S birthday party was banned at 
a women’s centre in Gloucester because the 
creche co-ordinator there, a Muslim, said it 
could not go ahead since her religion forbade it. 
Charlie Bond’s mother Samantha had baked a 
cake and hoped that the other children would 
sing ‘Happy Birthday’. She said afterwards: “I 
was so upset. I felt insulted and segregated.” 


* * * 
BRITAIN’S health service is close to being the 


worst in the developed world, with filthy hospit- 
als, inadequate staff and grossly underpaid 


doctors and nurses. But Wigan NHS has recently 
advertised a job at £23,000 a year for a ‘condom 
adviser’. 


* x Ox 


A RADIO ADVERT for faggots by Somer- 
field’s supermarket chain has been banned. 
The reason? It features a husband complain- 
ing at being served the same meals every 
week. When his wife tells him he’s getting 
faggots as it’s Friday, he replies: “I’ve nothing 
against faggots. I just don’t fancy them.” 

The ban followed complaints from the 
homosexual lobby. The watchdog group 
Ofcom said the words were “highly derog- 
atory.” 


* * Ox 


A JUDGE who hoarded child pornography on 
his computer walked free from Bow Street Court 
last month. David Selwood (70) was convicted 
after having admitted having pictures of boys 
aged eight to 14 in ‘erotic poses’. All he was 
given was a community rehabiliation order and 
an order to pay £55 costs. 


kk OX 


CHRISTOPHER Townsend, aged three, was 
refused admission to a council nursery school in 
Bristol because he comes from a middle-class, 
English-speaking home which has a garden. 


including asylum-seeking families, in which 
English was not spoken as the first language. 

* * * 
BRITAIN’S premier ‘anti-racist’ body is in 
trouble because of accusations of... racism! 
The Commission for Racial Equality has 
launched an enquiry following complaints 
from black employees that they are less likely 
to be promoted than Whites or Asians. 

No complaint of racism, however, has so 
far been made over the fact that every head of 
the CRE since its beginning many years ago 
has come from an ethnic minority! 


* * * 


NINE Afghan hijackers who took over a plane at 
gunpoint before its arrival at Stansted in 2000 
have won the right to stay in Britain. 

A judge has ruled that on ‘human rights’ 
grounds the men could not be returned to 
Afghanistan because it was ‘unsafe’. 

At present they are living in West London 
with 26 relatives, including wives and children. 
Their bills are being picked up by the taxpayer. 


* OK Ox 
“LESBIAN, gay, bisexual and community devel- 
opment worker wanted by Southwark Council at 


£25,533 to £30,267 a year.” (Recent advert in 
The Guardian). 
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AN AUDIENCE of about 85 nationalists, 
mainly from the North of England but 
with a few from further afield, assembled 
in Leeds on the 11th July to hear Spear- 
head editor John Tyndall throw down a 
challenge to Nick Griffin for the leader- 
ship of the British National Party. 

The meeting was called by the Spear- 
head Support Group, since renamed the 
Spearhead Group. This was a necessity 
because of a recent edict issued by the 
BNP leadership that neither Mr. Tyndall 
nor his best-known ally in the party 
Richard Edmonds would henceforth be 
permitted to speak at BNP party meetings. 
Mr. Tyndall and Mr. Edmonds will be 
using legal means to challenge this edict 
shortly, and it may well be that the BNP 
leadership will facing a further legal 
action that could be costly to the party. For 
the moment, Mr. Tyndall and Mr. 
Edmonds will mostly be using non-official 
meetings to put their case to the party. 

It was learned that during the previous 
week the party leadership in Yorkshire, no 
doubt acting on instructions from above, 
had issued a directive to Yorkshire 
members to boycott the Leeds meeting. 
Undoubtedly, had it not been for this the 
attendance would have been well over 100, 
possibly 150. 

The meeting was opened by long- 
standing Yorkshire nationalist Tony 
Braithwaite, who announced the first 
speaker, Peter Rushton. Peter began by 
praising the local folk who had just elected 
four BNP candidates to Bradford City 
Council. He went on to describe the appall- 
ing burdens that had been placed on the 
people of nearby Bradford by the impos- 
ition of the multi-racial society on their 
city by the politicians. Now, he said, 
Bradfordians could look others proudly in 
the eye and say: “I’m from Bradford, the 


Peter Rushton speaks. Tony Braith- 
waite is seated on right. 
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city that’s fighting back!” 

Peter proceeded to denounce the 
‘phonies’ in politics, particularly the fake 
nationalists like Robert Kilroy-Silk and 
his colleagues in UKIP, not to forget party 
leader Roger Knapman, who had said of 
immigrants that, provided they were 
‘legal’, he didn’t care if they were white, 
black, yellow or polka-dot; they were 
welcome to stay. British nationality, Peter 
said, is a question of race — and that was 
not something to be negotiated in the 
courts, or at Westminster or in the Euro- 
pean Parliament; it was “part of the very 
fibre of our existence.” 

He went on to condemn the poison fed 
to our children by their ‘multi-cultural’ 
masters and showed the audience a 
brochure from the Imperial War Museum 
North, recently opened in Manchester. Its 
cover showed a picture, not of the Accring- 
ton Pals or the Manchester Blitz, but an 
unknown Negro whose connection with 
either World Wars I or II was somewhat 
obscure! 

He also related the case of an England 
football supporter who had been beaten up 
and stabbed by Asians because he wore an 
England shirt. He had begged for mercy, 
telling his attackers: “I’m not a racist.” It 
didn’t help him! 

Peter continued by saying that this 
should be a lesson to those who imagine 
we can benefit from making concessions on 
the racial issue. “The BNP party leader- 
ship,” he said, “seems prepared to surren- 
der our most basic beliefs, not because of a 
change in the law or defeat in the courts, 
but merely on the basis of a surmise.” This 
was a reference to Nick Griffin’s recent call 
for the admission of non-Whites to the 
party in anticipation of legislation (as yet 
purely hypothetical) forcing this. 

He urged the party to reject the fake 
nationalism of Nick Griffin, just as it 
should that of Kilroy-Silk, who only the 
following weekend was to make a vicious 
attack on the BNP’s ‘racism’ in his column 
in the Sunday Express. 

Without race, he said, British Nation- 
alism is nothing; with it, our eventual 
victory is certain. 


Early triumphs 

Next to speak was Eddy Morrison, a 
native of Leeds. He began by welcoming 
those in attendance to the city, which he 
said had long been a strong centre of 
nationalism in Britain. He spoke of his 
memory of the earlier days of the BNP, 
when in 1989 the party had staged two 
great rallies in Darlington and Dewsbury, 
in the organising of which he had played a 
leading part — a quite justified claim, as 
those in the party at the time will testify. 
The Dewsbury rally in particular, a 


Tyndall to challenge 


tremendous event attended by several 
hundreds, had been a major factor in 
putting the BNP on the map and impress- 
ing its name on the public consciousness. 


—_ 


Eddy Morrison speaks 


He spoke scathingly of the people who 
for their own selfish ends were keeping 
nationalists in Britain divided, and he 
stressed the need to get them out of the 
way. 

Whites in Britain, he said, are standing 
with their backs to the wall. We were 
facing the Alamo of the white race. It is 
not the time, he declared, to be 
abandoning our principles. 

Eddy went on to describe some of the 
work of the Spearhead Support Group and 
the plans to extend its activities. Our 
motto, he said, was Comradeship, Loyalty 
and Honour. 

He ended by calling upon the audience 
to follow John Tyndall in his bid to take 
back the leadership of the BNP and 
restore the party to proper nationalism 
and nationalist unity. 


JT sounds warning 

After an interval and a collection and 
raffle, which raised nearly £350.00, John 
Tyndall took the platform. He began by 
reminding the audience of a statement 
made by a spokesman for Scotland Yard 
back in February 1999, and reported in 
the Daily Express, in which it was stated 
that agents acting for the Establishment 
would be infiltrating organisations like 
the BNP and would “close them down.” He 
said that nationalists have to keep that 
promise constantly in mind to make sense 
of what is now happening in the BNP. 

No doubt, Mr. Tyndall said, those 
hostile to this meeting will duly describe it 
in their publications and bulletins as 
‘divisive’. In fact, he replied, he saw the 
meeting as one dedicated to unity. Nation- 


> for BNP leadership 


alism, he went on, is right now deeply 
jivided due to things that have been 
happening in the BNP: policy stances that 
have driven many people out of the party 
and deterred many others from joining in 
the first place. This afternoon, he said, we 
want to take some steps towards mending 
this division. 

He explained the need for both the 
Friends of Spearhead and the Spearhead 
Support Group. “For three years,” he said, 
“T employed and paid Nick Griffin as 
Spearhead editor. Not long after he took 
over the BNP he showed his gratitude for 
this by placing a ban on the distribution of 
the magazine through the party. We were 
forced,” he explained, “to find alternative 
means of underwriting its production costs 
and’ ensuring its continued circulation. 
Hence these two non-party organisations 
that exist to keep Spearhead going.” 

However, he continued, he had always 
remained 100 per cent loyal to the BNP 
and did not see any future for British 
Nationalism outside the BNP. “I have 
always strongly discouraged any ideas of 
forming nationalist parties separate from 
the BNP,” he said. 

Mr. Tyndall said that he would far 
rather have preferred to discuss the 
matters pertaining to the meeting within a 
BNP internal forum, but this was imposs- 
ible because for the moment he had been 
effectively ‘banned’ from speaking on BNP 
platforms. Hence the need for a forum 
under other auspices. This was another 
reason for the necessary existence of the 
SSG. 


Undesirable developments 

Mr. Tyndall said that for some time he 
had been growing increasingly unhappy 
about numerous developments in the BNP, 
and he related some examples. There was 
the case of the candidate in Cumbria who 
had declared his affection for his black 
son-in-law, and the way this story had 
been highlighted in the party’s official 
newspaper. There was the granting of a 
regular column in that same newspaper to 
a Sikh writer. He reminded the audience 
of Nick Griffin’s recent public declaration 
that he regarded the idea of an all-white 
Britain as an unrealistic ‘utopia’. He went 
on to say that many members had been 
appalled and demoralised by the featuring 
of the same Sikh writer in the party’s 
recent election broadcast. 

“T accept and understand as well as 
anyone,” Mr. Tyndall said, “the necessity 
for the BNP to say and do what’s necessary 
to achieve political success.” No one here, 
he went on, was suggesting — or should be 
suggesting — that the party sacrifice its 
chances of winning elections on the altar of 
‘ideological purity and 100 per cent out- 
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John Tyndall speaks. Seated at table are (left to right): Peter Rushton, 


Tony Braithwaite and Eddy Morrison. 


spokenness. Everyone in the world of real 
politics has to say and do what is needed to 
win. However, he continued: “I do not 
believe that these abandonments of 
principle, these gimmicks adopted to 
appease ‘liberal’ opinion, make a half- 
pennyworth of difference to the votes the 
party wins, while they only serve to 
demoralise loyal nationalists and party 
activists — which is exactly what they have 
done.” 


Euro failure 

Mr. Tyndall then turned to the recent 
Euro Elections, in which the BNP had 
completely failed to achieve its target of 
getting four or five candidates elected to 
the EU Parliament. It hadn’t even won one 
single seat. “Some months ago,” he said, 
“Nick Griffin e-mailed me and asked me to 
donate a five-figure sum to the Euro 
Election Fund out of a special fund of 
which I have custody. I replied with a 
refusal, saying that I did not support the 
investment of huge effort and money into 
the Euro Elections but believed that the 
party should have been concentrating on 
local government elections.” He went on to 
relate how he had told Mr. Griffin that if 
he wanted to raise money for Europe he 
might start by reducing the absurdly 
inflated party payroll, which on his own 
admission now extended to paying over 
thirty people. This payroll, Mr. Tyndall 
went on, is a scandal. Why are all these 
people being paid? Is it to keep them 
compliant and afraid to criticise Mr. 
Griffin’s repeated betrayals of nationalist 
principles? 

Mr. Tyndall told the audience that 


there had been numerous myths put out 
concerning the pre-Griffin BNP and the 
party since Mr. Griffin took over. One such 
myth was that the BNP had not been 
making progress previous to this takeover; 
in fact in the last two years of his 
(Tyndall’s) leadership membership had 
grown by nearly 90 percent. Another big 
myth — perpetuated, curiously, by some of 
the media — was that the Griffin crowd had 
been engaged in a ‘makeover’ to polish up 
the party’s public image; in the words of 
one newspaper “swopping boots for suits.” 
This was utter nonsense, he said, there 
had been an ongoing drive to improve the 
image of the BNP for long before Mr. 
Griffin had taken over. On one occasion, 
Tyndall said, he had incurred the everlast- 
ing hatred of one organiser for reprimand- 
ing him for failing to wear a suit on the 
platform at a party meeting! 

Mr. Tyndall concluded his speech by 
condemning the latest move by Mr. Griffin 
to change the BNP constitution to let in 
non-white members. This, he said, was the 
last straw. He then announced, to thun- 
derous applause, that he was throwing 
down the gauntlet to challenge Nick 
Griffin for the party leadership. This 
would probably be next year, he said, but 
in whatever event he would ensure that he 
made the challenge when conditions were 
ready for him to do so. However, he said, “I 
cannot do this all on my own. I need those 
who support me to stand up and be 
counted — and among these I know many 
who once backed Nick Griffin.” The 
campaign, he said, would start with effect 
from this meeting. His final words were: 
“Let’s take our party back!” 
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MOST PEOPLE are too preoccu- 
pied with their day-to-day circum- 
stances to take much interest in 
politics. They “make the best of 
things” imposed upon them by one 
government régime after another, 
hoping that those same things will 
somehow get better, but becoming 
increasingly cynical or apathetic 
with the passage of time. But if 
history teaches us anything it is 
that such complacency (for that is 
what it is) is always exploited by 
power-hungry ideologues to shape 
the world to their own liking, 
regardless of the common good. 

So if you don’t really care that 
much who’s running the country and 
in which direction, you'll just have to 
live with some very unpleasant conse- 
quences sooner or later. The erosion of 
personal freedom, together with cult- 
ural decadence and establishment 
treachery are part of an insidious 
process that creeps up on most people 
unawares, only grabbing their atten- 
tion when some outrage or scandal 
hits the headlines: the demolition of 
British sovereignty by Europhiles; the 
opening of our borders to millions of 
envious aliens; the disintegration of 
the United Kingdom; and the under- 
mining of family values and moral 
standards: such things have not 
galvanised the public like the immed- 
iate threat of military invasion, but 
the results are every bit as calamitous. 
Indeed, and with the benefit of hind- 
sight, there is growing awareness that 
surrender to Nazi Germany in 1940 
would have left this country no worse, 
and in many respects much better, off 
than it finds itself today. 

What price all the wartime heroics 
and sacrifices by our bravest and best 
when the Westminster weasels 
furtively surrender our nation and all 
its noble heritage to faceless Eurocrats 
and Third World opportunists? 


WHAT CAN BE DONE? 

The burning question today is this: 
how can authentic British patriots 
repossess their country and its 
heritage before these things disappear 
altogether? There are only five 
options:- 


@ The Electoral Process: This, on 
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the most optimistic assessment, is 
not going to secure a nationalist 
majority in Parliament in the fore- 
seeable future, given the power and 
implacable hostility of the 
Westminster coalition, big business 


all parties to the Westminster 
coalition on Europe and multi-racial- 
ism) would like people to believe that 
the electoral process is the only option 
available. Anything else, they would 
vehemently assert, is totally un- 


FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON suggests 
that electoral activity is not the only 
way to oppose national treason 


and mass media. 

@ Revolutionary Action: This 

does not mean the banana republic 

variety, with guns in the streets 

and sporadic assassinations, but a 

widely supported ‘underground 

movement’ progressively disabling 

a despised régime and in the mean- 

time forming a government in 

exile. 

e Targeting Renegades: This 

does not mean physical attack but 

every other form of personal 
harassment and exposure. Such 
people are best kept on the defen- 
sive instead of enjoying official 
protection while attacking nation- 
alists. 

© A Coup d’Etat: Here a suffic- 

iently dedicated faction displaces 

the governing régime with more or 
less violent action depending on the 
means at its disposal and the oppo- 
sition it encounters. This inevitably 
involves collusion between milit- 
ary, security and police elements as 
well as well-placed insiders to 
ensure success. 

© Civil Disobedience: This is 

where all opponents of the govern- 

ing régime contrive to ignore its 
legislation, undermine its instit- 
utions and frustrate its policies, 
such tactics being artfully designed 
to avoid punitive counter-measures 
against individuals by a corrupt 
judiciary. 

These options are not, of course, 
mutually exclusive; they may develop 
separately and in parallel but at some 
stage come together to secure a 
common objective. 

Needless to say, the present 
governing régime (and that includes 


British, fascist and unspeakable. They 
would have us believe that inter-party 
musical chairs at five-year intervals is 
the only game in town; and the mass 
media will certainly collude to main- 
tain this deception. 

Since the nationalist cause cannot 
succeed via the electoral process alone, 
however, it is obliged to resort to three 
of the other options as and when 
circumstances and resources allow. 
Leaving aside the unlikely event of a 
coup d état, this means that every 
genuine patriot, while still exploiting 
election opportunities, must also 
support the nationalist ‘underground’ 
and engage in civil disobedience. And 
make no mistake about it: it is an 
illusion to believe that leafleting and 
occasional local election successes 
alone will eventually secure a worth- 
while future for our country and its 
native people. 


THE UNDERGROUND 


Accordingly, the nationalist move- 
ment must not invest all its efforts 
and resources in a rigged electoral 
process. It must get down to some 
intelligent planning and organisation 
to build up a potent civil disobedience 
campaign, infiltrate the Establish- 
ment and develop a powerful and 
influential ‘underground’ network. 
Contrary to Establishment propa- 
ganda, there is nothing inherently 
sinister about people resorting to such 
activities; they are as genuine and 
wholesome as any other expression of 
patriotism and democratic rights. The 
nationalist ‘freemasonry’ must extend 
to those people in all walks of life who 
want to preserve all that is best in 
their homeland and its native people 
and culture. Manual and office- 


workers, housewives, shopkeepers, 
taxi-drivers, barmen, police officers, 
civil servants, local government 
officers, HM forces personnel, lawyers, 
GPs and hospital staffs, teachers, 
employers and trade unions: all are 
either supportive of the renegade 
régime or seeking some way of ex- 
pressing their opposition to it. This is 
not the place for detailed exposition of 
nationalist tactics along the lines 
suggested. As always, where there’s a 
will there’s a way, and we are a very 
resourceful people. The aim through- 
out is to assert our racial and national 
identity and independence, and to 
withhold our co-operation from all 


alien and renegade persons and 
agencies. 

Where officialdom is manifestly 
more concerned with the welfare of 
aliens than of British people, 
unofficial agencies have to emerge 
when and where most needed to 
defend our native freedoms and 
heritage. Thus every public servant, 
for example, has to prove his or her 
primary loyalty to race and nation or 
forfeit public respect and co-operation. 
Everything a person does has a moral 
and political dimension, and therefore 
there can be no contracting out of the 
campaign for race and nation. 

If an alternative to the present 


renegade political régime is ever to 
emerge, it must already be in active 
formation and preparation and not 
confined to leaflet protests and 
electioneering rhetoric. We need 
‘shadow’ agencies across the whole 
range of public services. Where the 
state police and judiciary fail to 
defend us, we have every right to 
defend ourselves. There never was a 
time when it was more important for 
British patriots to assert themselves 
to right national wrongs than it is 
today. As Edmund Burke long ago 
observed, “All that is required for the 
triumph of evil is that good men do 
nothing.” 


WITHOUT EXAGGERATION, one can 
safely say that the entire European 
Continent was up in arms over an 
attack on a ‘Jewish woman’ last month 
in Paris. Six young men were reported 
as having jumped on a commuter train, 
cut off the clothing of a young woman 
thought to be Jewish, painted 
swastikas on her stomach and turned 
over the pram with her 13-month-old 
baby. 

For four days the incident made front- 
page coverage in all news media, even in 
the United States. Throughout Paris 
rallies were staged condemning hatred 
and violence. French President Chirac 
demanded strong legislation against 
anti-Semitism. France’s Premier Jean- 
Pierre Raffarin announced the stellar 
commitment to fight bigotry and hatred 
against Jews, saying that “anti-Semitism 
is a disgrace to France,” and adding: 
“There is something ill in our society,” 
referring to the alleged failure of other 
passengers on the train to come to the aid 
of the ‘victim’. Ariel Goldman, a leader of 
the French-Jewish community, demanded 
more protection for Jews in France. 

Germany's Chancellor Gerhard 
Schroeder sent a telegram of support to 
the French, and numerous other heads of 
states in Europe joined him. In the US, 
Abe Foxman of the JDI, hysterically 
denounced the attack. Dignitaries from 
around the world came to the aid of the 
French-Jewish community, renewing their 
commitments to fight anti-Semitism. 
‘Nazi’ methods and ‘Gestapo’ tactics 
were the preferred descriptions of the 
attack. In one paper the train was labelled 
‘Train of Hate’. 

However, on the morning of the 14th 
July: Bam! It was revealed that the whole 
story could have been faked and that the 


attack may never have taken place. Four 
days had gone by and the police could not 
find any witnesses, even though more 
than 20 people supposedly watched the 


REPORT FROM AN 


OVERSEAS CORRESPONDENT 


attack. In addition, the surveillance tape 
from the train showed no_ incidents 
whatsoever. Police also found that the 
‘victim’ had a record of reporting attacks. 
According to police, the young woman is 
a notorious mythomaniac with psycho- 


CHIRAC 
Joined in the hue and cry 


logical problems. 

A day afterwards, small stories in the 
newspapers indicated that things were 
not as they had appeared. Der Spiegel, 
Germany’s political magazine, admitted 
that from the beginning they felt some- 
thing didn’t add up; nevertheless they 
carried the story for four days as if it were 
true. 

Eventually, the story of the attack was 


A shocking case of anti-Semitism! 


exposed as a big lie, but the press and 
other media went silent. There was no 
statement of dignitaries, condemning the 
lies and demanding future investigation of 
such incidents before jumping the gun. 
No apologies and no retraction. 

So what actually had happened? All 
was later revealed. The woman, known 
as Marie Léonie, was not Jewish at all but 
was exposed merely as an attention- 
seeker. She admitted that she had 
fabricated the whole tale, saying that a 
gang of North African Muslims had 
attacked her and her baby after mistaking 
her for a Jewess. 

Her story began to come to pieces 
when a passenger on the same train 
came forward to say he remembered her 
getting on it with her clothes already torn. 
Later it was established that she was at 
home with a boyfriend at the time the 
attack was alleged to have happened, 
and she confessed that he had helped 
her achieve a dishevelled appearance. 
She now faces prosecution. 

Britain's Jewish Chronicle, in crest- 
fallen mode, reported: “Jewish politicians 
said that it was understandable that 
reaction to the attack had been so rapid,” 
and it quoted Roger Cukierman, president 
of CRIF, the umbrella organisation for 
French Jewry as saying: “If this was 
believed, it was because the climate 
permits it. The fact is that we live at a time 
when there are hundreds of anti-Semitic 
attacks.” 

Yes, and how many of them as 
‘kosher as Marie Léonie’s? 

One regret expressed in many places 
was that the exposure of this faked 
incident might take the heat out of future 
outcries about ‘anti-Semititic’ attacks, 
reducing their credibility. 

Now that really would be awful! 
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A DEEP LOVE of Britain and the British 
people developed in me from early in 
life. My first six and a half years were 
spent in the Melbourne suburb of Mont 
Albert in a warm but reserved family 
setting in which the Home Country and 
the King were unequivocally honoured. 
My parents taught my sister and me to 
stand to attention when the National 
Anthem (then God Save the King) was 
played over the radio. We understood 
ourselves to be Australians and 
members of the British Empire, the 
greatest empire of history, on which 
“the sun never sets.” We were very 
proud of the British victory in World 
War Two and the later celebratory 
flyover of scores of aeroplanes, which 
occurred when | was six. We knew that 
three of our grandparents were born in 
Britain — one in England, one in Wales 
and one in Northern Ireland. We also 
knew that we had Scots ancestors in 
clan Scott. 

From Spring 1946 to Spring 1951 we 
lived in Purley, Surrey. During this time | 
imbibed an adoration for the beauty of 
English trees and flowers which has never 
left me. At school | was taught the whole 
story of British history through the Marten 
and Carter series of textbooks. My parents, 
throughout my childhood, encouraged a 
love of British literature, and especially of 
Shakespeare and Romantic and Victorian 
poetry; and this laid the main foundation 
of my life vocation as a poet and man of 
letters. | identified with Britain and its 
history; and that identification has never 
been eroded. Even though | have lived in 
Australia for the last fifty-three years and 
never been able to return to Britain, | 
remain British first and Australian second. 
This has made me, aS a man and as a 
writer in the Australian literary field, some- 
thing of an anomaly in my native land. 

Throughout my adult life | have 
watched the weakening of British influence 
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in Australia. Despite the relative poverty of 
Australian history and Australian culture 
(though these should not be despised), 
enormous efforts have been made by 
many of my fellow Australians to destroy 
sentiment favouring the Mother Country 
and the vision of Australia as part of the 
British family. Quite plainly, very powerful 
financial interests have supported these 
efforts and not supported attempts by 
others such as myself to arrest the anti- 
British trend and then reverse it. | can sum 
up my position by saying that while | 


enous inhabitants of control of it. | did not 
feel any guilt or shame about this, as | 
considered we had brought them more 
than we had taken away. However, | am 
no longer so sure of this. 

The faces of Aborigines, which | saw 
on stamps and in picture books, made an 
indelible impression on me. | noted and 
absorbed the remarkable serenity and 
timelessness of these faces, which | now 
know derive from their lifestyle, so close to 
Mother Nature, and to their beautiful and 
profound mythology based on _ the 


Ine others 


NIGEL JACKSON reflects on 
what should be our attitudes 
to other nations and peoples 


understand and respect the vision of an 
Australian independent republic, which 
many of my fellow Australians uphold, | 
have never doubted for a moment that my 
vision of a fundamentally British Australia 
under the Crown is altogether superior - 
and in the interests of a// Australians and 
not just those of British ethnicity. 

| mention all this by way of intro- 
duction lest any reader of what follows 
should doubt my claim to be a British 
patriot. 


The Aborigines 

In childhood and youth | was well 
aware that we British had entered this 
continent and dispossessed the indig- 


The writer is much 
attached to the 
British tradition, 
which lives on in 
Australia. These 
women are celeb- 
rating ANZAC Day 
holding photos of 


their relatives who 
died in two world 
wars for King and 
Empire. The flag 
has its British sym- 
bolism in the top 
corner. 


Dreaming, the Dreamtime, the Alcheringa. | 
observed especially the wisdom in the 
faces of the male elders and the beauty in 
the appearances of the nubile girls and 
young women. However, it never occurred 
to me to seek out an Aboriginal bride! 

In adult life, like many white Austral- 
ians, | have had very little contact indeed 
with Aboriginals. | have never had the 
funds to visit the Centre or the North- 
West, where traditional tribal life still 
persists in various degrees. However, | 
have had just enough contact to know 
that the Aboriginals are a great people 
with their own dignity, so that any valid 
Australian future must include national 
respect for them and_ reconciliatory 
attitudes towards them. For example, | 
have read Katherine Susannah Prichard’s 
beautiful but flawed novel Coonardoo, 
with its tender and ardent portrayal of the 
Aboriginal girl whose name is its title. | 
have read Mrs. Aeneas Gunn’s autobiog- 
raphy We of the Never Never and used 
the beautiful film based on that account of 
life in the far north in my teaching. | have 
viewed and taught the splendid Aborig- 
inal film Yolgnu Boy. | have read of A. P. 
Elkins book Aboriginal Men of High 
Degree, which documents the amazing 
insight and understanding of the tribal 
elders. | have heard of Dame Mary 
Gilmore’s study of the vast knowledge of 
the surface of this continent, and its flora 
and fauna, possessed by the Aboriginals 
before the European arrival — much of this 


knowledge now lost, alas. | have viewed 
Aboriginal art, including that showing 
Western influence, such as the lovely 
landscapes of Albert Namatiira. | know of 
the wonderful pioneering work carried out 
among the Aboriginals by the anthro- 
pologist T. G. Strehlow. | was something of 
a friend of eccentric artist Billy Ricketts, 
whose sculptures of Aboriginal heads in 
the Billy Ricketts Sanctuary on nearby 
Mount Dandenong are part of Mel- 
bourne’s number-one tourist attraction. 
And | was once given for a minute a piece 
of bone used in ‘pointing the bone’ 
ceremonies and was astounded to feel 
the huge waves of destructive psychic 
energy emanating from it, which at once 
told me that the Aborigines really did have 
shamanic knowledge of a kind that our 
own people have all but totally lost (the 
two other white people with me at the 
time felt nothing when they handled the 
bone). 


Contribution of the natives 
The reader may understand now why | 
felt such acute embarrassment when the 
Editor of Spearhead placed under a 
photograph illustrating my article The 
Legacy of Pauline Hanson’ in the March 
2004 edition a caption including the 
claim: “The Aborigines have contributed 
absolutely nothing to the development of 
the country.” They may not have contrib- 
uted much to the material infrastructure of 
Australia aS a modern, industrialized 
nation; but they have made a profound 
contribution to something more important 
than that, which is our national soul. It 
should also be noted that a great deal of 
the “development” which the European 
scientific and industrial revolutions have 
brought to the world, including Australia, 
may have more disadvantages for 
mankind than advantages. This matter is 
dealt with well by the great savant Ananda 
K. Coomaraswamy in his essay ‘Am | My 
Brothers Keeper? in his book The 
Bugbear of Literacy (1949, repr. 1979 by 
Perennial Books, UK). A single quotation 
from this essay must suffice to indicate its 
theme:- 
“The modern traveller — ‘thy name is 
legion’ - proposing to visit some ‘lost 
paradise’ such as Bali, often asks 
whether or not it has yet been 
‘spoiled’. It makes a naive, and even 
tragic, confession. For this man does 
not reflect that he is condemning 
himself: that what his question asks is 
whether or not the sources of equil- 
ibrium and grace in the other civilis- 
ations have yet been poisoned by 
contact with men like himself and the 
culture of which he is a product... 
Modern civilisation takes it for granted 
that people are better off the more 


ABORIGINAL ARTIST 

Albert Namatjira (above) is praised by 
the writer as an outstanding lands- 
cape painter. 


things they want and are able to get; 

its values are quantitative and material.” 

We have to remember that loyalty to 
Britain does not require a failure to admit 
our past and present errors and short- 
comings. It is the best of Britain and British 
tradition that calls forth our love, and we 
need to be very careful when defining that 
best that we correctly separate the gold 
from the dross. 


The Others worldwide 

One of my reasons for writing this 
article is to express an element of 
disagreement with parts of John Tyndall’s 
largely excellent address to the Inter- 
national European-American Unity and 
Leadership Conference on 29th May, later 
published in the July 2004 Spearhead. 
Mr. Tyndall correctly advised that it is a 
strategic and psychological error to 
defend British or white nationalism “by 
being anything less than 100 per cent 
convinced of the rightness of our cause, 
by presenting our ideas to people in a 
half-baked way.” However, we will also 
damage and discredit our cause if we 
make, as | believe he did on that 
occasion, erroneous and unduly de- 
meaning statements about the other 
peoples who share the planet with us and 
form part of humanity, our species. 

In the first place, he was inapprop- 
riately negative towards Red _ Indian 
culture in the Northern American continent 
before the advent of the Europeans. He 
described that continent at that time as 
being “just a wilderness.” It was far more 
than that. It was a quasi-paradisal area of 
varied natural beauties and riches which 


contained a community who had a deep 
and profound bond with their land, ex- 
pressed through wonderful mythology 
and which gave them a spiritedness and 
courage in contesting the invasion which 
are still legendary today and which won 
the deep respect of those who actually 
fought them. One can read about this 
great culture in many books of various 
genres such as the conservation essays 
of David Suzuki, the comparative religion 
studies of Frithjof Schuon and the 
beautiful Anglican novel / Heard the Owl 
Call My Name, by Margaret Craven. 

Henry Wadsworth Longfellow paid a 
magnificent tribute to it in his poetry about 
Hiawatha. 


African culture 

Secondly, Mr Tyndall was excessively 
scathing about African culture. 

In justifiably praising great European 
works of art, he fell into the error of 
assuming that, because African cultures 
have not produced immediately obvious 
equivalents, they produced nothing of 
value. “In the whole vast length and 
breadth of Africa, nothing has been 
produced over thousands of years to 
equal one small cornice created by 
Michelangelo in the Sistine Chapel. Not all 
the noise that has emanated from Africa 
across the centuries — together with that 
we hear coming from the African outposts 
in Detroit and Liverpool — is worth half a 
dozen bars of a quintet by Schubert.” 

Now, European culture does appear to 
be superior to African culture - but not to 
that degree. It seems from his reference to 
New Orleans that Mr. Tyndall takes no 
delight in jazz music, but he must be well 
enough read to know that top quality 
musicians and composers who are 
Europeans respond far more favourably 
to it. There is reason to feel that jazz often 
brilliantly expresses the alienation that 
modern mankind feels in its concrete 
jungles, as well as perky and sensitive 
positive responses to the challenges of 
urban and multicultural existence. More 
importantly, it seems that he has never 
listened to, let alone appreciated, authen- 
tic African drum music (heard but 
certainly not appreciated! JT) .| was lucky 
enough to do so once, and | was amazed 
at the vast range of emotion which was 
expressed by those drummers on instru- 
ments that | had previously just thought of 
as percussion aids for melody and 
harmony. 

It may be that negroes have had 
genetic as well as geographical disad- 
vantages compared to Europeans and 
Orientals; but we should avoid any kind of 


Contd. overleaf 
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THE OTHERS 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


undue depreciation of what they have 
achieved. A number of modern works of 
African literature give insight into the 
quality of life which existed in many of 
African tribal societies - such as Things 
Fall Apart, by Chinua Achebe, and The 
Concubine, by Elech Amadi. It should 
also be remembered that H. Rider 
Haggard reported his deep admiration of 
the Zulu race in King Solomon's Mines. 

Thirdly, Mr Tyndall tended to forget, in 
his raptures about European technology, 
the profound, if profoundly different, tech- 
nologies that were developed in ancient 
Egypt and in China. About the former of 
these there is still much that we do not 
know; but the learned studies of Chinese 
Culture by men such as Robert F. Temple, 
Richard Wilhelm and Carl Jung have 
surely established the true greatness of 
the Oriental mind. 

Fourthly, as many nationalists do, Mr. 
Tyndall was unduly disparaging about the 
integrity of Humanity itself. Great may be 
the differences, broadly speaking, between 
the Whites, the Blacks, the Yellows and 
the smaller ethnic groups around the 
world; but, undeniably, we are all 
members of the same species and 
should feel a loyalty to our species. There 
need be no conflict between such a 
loyalty and a loyalty, on a smaller scale, to 
Our own race, then, on a still smaller scale, 
to our people within that race. What is 
important is that we successfully apply 
the principle of equity to each situation, so 
that we make correct decisions in each 
new context. Neil Armstrong’s stepping 
on to the Moon was “a giant leap for 
mankind,” so that children and adults of 
all peoples around the world are entitled 
to be proud of it — even if one race anda 
few peoples within that race contributed 
the lion’s share to the achievement. 


Religion and Nationalism 

In considering others who are not 
British and others who are not Whites, we 
need to be particularly careful in the ways 
in which we understand sacred traditions, 
Christian, Nordic, Muslim and others, and 
in the ways we discriminate between 
different manifestations of these traditions. 

Daniel Smith (letters, Soearhead, June 
2004) was no doubt justified in his 
opposition to the bald claim by the 
Reverend Mervyn Roberts that the BNP 
contradicts Christian principles. The 
canonical Gospels, which form the bed- 
rock of Christian tradition, have very little 
to say about racial matters; and their 
many references to “the poor’ almost 
certainly refer to “the poor in spirit,” that is 
the humble in attitude, rather than to the 
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materially poor. Just as some nationalists 
adhere to simplistic nationalist view- 
points, so many Christians adhere to 
simplistic Christian viewpoints and con- 
sequently undervalue the importance of 
race in human affairs. 

In promoting British and white nation- 
alism, it will be very important for us to 
reform mainstream Christianity along the 
lines indicated by the Perennialist writers 
(Rene Guenon and his school) and to 
relate correctly Christian sacred tradition 
to pre-Christian sacred traditions of Britain 
and Europe, which, contrary to the 
views of mainstream Christianity, are 
not incompatible with the teaching of 
Jesus or invalidated by it. 

Our enemies can be expected to try to 
drive wedges between nationalists who 
are Christian, nationalists who are ‘pagan’ 
and nationalists who are atheists or 
agnostics. We will only be able to frustrate 
such trickery by magnanimously affirming 
everything that deserves affirmation and 
not imagining that there is only one road 
or party ticket to get us to Paradise. 


Attack on Old Testament 

A good example of what not to do has 
been provided by Philip Forder-White 
(letters, Soearhead June 2004). His Luddite 
claim that “the Old Testament, with its 
crudity, cult of usury, revenge and vulgar- 
ity, must be rejected, and only the teach- 
ings of Jesus Christ, through the New 
Testament, should be adopted” is 
nonsense. The Old Testament of the Holy 
Bible is filled with the deepest insights 
into the relationship between God and 
Man, expressed in magnificent poetry and 
narrative. The fact that some parts of it 
may be unacceptable does not negate 
that; just as the current Jewish Zionist 
attempt to gain control of all other peoples 
does not negate the validity of Judaism as 
sacred tradition with its urging of the Jews 
“to be a light to lighten the gentiles.” Again 
there is the need to get things in correct 
perspective and proper proportion. 

That will be especially true in our 
relations with Islam. An enormous effort is 
being made at the moment to foment a 
‘clash of civilisations’ between ‘the West’ 
and ‘Islam’. We should under no circum- 
stances allow ourselves to be used in this 
endeavour. We should begin by recog- 
nising that most ordinary Muslims are like 
most ordinary Christians - decent and 
pious people. What we have to be very 
wary of are the fanatics in each camp. 

With heavy heart | have to write that | 
place among the fanatics of Islam a very 
great man whose writings | have often 
praised and which | still admire - Shaykh 
Abdalqadir As-Sufi, formerly the Scots 


writer lan Dallas. Shaykh Abdalgadir, 
disgusted by the obvious corruption of 
European society, became a Muslim in 
his twenties and has written a profound 
and beautiful book about his road to 
Mecca, The Book of Strangers (State 
University of New York Press). 

In a recent essay entitled ‘Muslim 
Britain - a Counsel’ the Shaykh writes 
from the fatally wrong viewpoint that, 
since the coming of the Prophet 
Muhammad, the only true religion for 
mankind is Islam — by which he does not 
mean just ‘submission to God’ and 
‘respect for the Prophet’ but an extra- 
ordinarily complicated moral, legal and 
political system which is more than a little 
reminiscent of the pharisaism that Jesus 
opposed in the Gospels. So, from the 
Shaykh’s perspective, he asserts that:- 


“The concept of the Muslims in Britain 
as being an immigrant and unstable 
population is historically absurd. They 
must be seen for what they are, the 
last of a long line of settlers who have 
landed on these barren Islands to 
make their home.” 


In his fanaticism he ignores the fact 
that almost all these Muslims are of 
different race and treats such difference 
therefore as being of no account A 
disciple of the Shaykh’s, Ibrahim Umar 
Vadillo, an expert on the question of 
Muslim attitudes to finance and money, 
has just published a 973-page book, The 
Esoteric Deviation in Islam (Madinah 
Press, Cape Town, 2003) in which he 
attempts to reject not just Christianity, 
which is described in foolishly demean- 
ing ways, but also the Perennialists, 
whom | believe to be those with the 
correct solution for problems arising from 
differences of sacred tradition and differ- 
ences within sacred traditions. 

Islam is such a powerful phenomenon 
in the world today, and increasingly so in 
Britain and in Australia, that nationalists 
need to study most carefully its source 
documents, the Holy Qu’ran and the 
Sunna of the Prophet, as well as modern 
expositions by learned Muslims such as 
the Shaykh and many others, in order, 
where necessary, to be able to present 
superior arguments to theirs. That is 
the only way in which they will be 
prevented from overwhelming us. 

There is much in Islam that is true, 
profound, beautiful and noble; but we are 
entitled to reject the traditional threefold 
choice of Qu’ran or sword or dhimmis 
(subjection). Overall, how we treat and 
view others, including Muslims, will 
determine our own future fate. 

The writer of this article, Nigel Jack- 


son, is a teacher and poet and resides in 
Melbourne, Australia. 


ROBERT RICHDALE, of Folkestone, Kent, 
has a criminal record extending back 40 
years, including 65 convictions. Among 
these are: causing death by dangerous 
driving, sex with a 14-year-old girl, forgery 
and theft. He is on the sex offenders register. 

He was up till recently also a Conservative 
councillor in party leader Michael Howard’s 
constituency. 

His record only came to light after a press 
exposure last month. Not surprisingly, the 
party has disowned him. 

This is perhaps an apt introduction to an 
analysis of the BBC1 documentary Secret 
Agent, shown on the 15th July, purporting to 
reveal the diabolical nature of the British 
National Party — on the strength of a few cases 
of individual nastiness and silliness revealed 
by a TV reporter who went undercover on BNP 
activities and talked to members and supporters 
using miniature visual and sound recording 
equipment concealed on his person. 

The reporter, Jason Gwynne, got himself a 
BNP membership card, pretending to support 
the party, and then became involved exten- 
sively in party work and socialising across the 
North of England but mainly in the Bradford/ 
Keighley area of Yorkshire. Spotting certain 
BNP people with a fondness for shooting their 
mouths off, particularly after being well lubri- 
cated with drink, he drew them into off-the- 
cuff remarks about ‘Pakis’ and other ethnic 
minority groups and what they would like to 
do — and in some cases allegedly had done — to 
them. We say ‘allegedly’ because a good deal 
of the talk sounded to the intelligent viewer 
like pure line-shooting, lacking any basis of 
fact, engaged in to impress bar audiences and 
invest the speaker with undeserved ‘cred’. One 
boasted of how he had beaten up an Asian 
during the Bradford rioting in 2001, while 
another delighted in relating how, more than 
once, he had pushed excrement through an 
immigrant family’s letter box. All of this talk 
was thoroughly stupid and juvenile, but it 
remains to be seen whether what was bragged 
about ever actually happened. 


SOURCE OF ‘HATE?’ 


The purpose of the programme was, of 
course, to portray the BNP as a party contain- 
ing people fired up with hatred. It would be 
stretching things to claim that there was not 
some truth in this, but if we are talking about 
hatred the other side of the coin needs to be 
fairly examined. Large areas of the industrial 
North of England, together with others else- 
where in the country, notably the East and 
West Midlands, London and more lately parts 


HATRED IN THE NORTH: 
SURPRISE, SURPRISE! 


of Scotland, are scenes of seething hostility 
between the indigenous population and various 
ethnic minority communities. Every week, 
somewhere, this hostility escalates into acts of 


A Spearhead view of 
the Secret Agent 
programme 


violence. It is all very well for the Guardian- 
reading classes, as they daintily trim their 
hedges in peaceful suburbia, to tut-tut in con- 
demnation of this ongoing war and mayhem; 
the fact is that it is these classes who have, 
through contrivance or default, brought about 
the very situation they now lament — by 
encouraging mass immigration to Britain from 


INFILTRATOR 
BBC reporter Jason Gwynne (left), seen 
here with BNP leader Nick Griffin. 


the Third World over the past 50 years and 
allowing our towns and cities to become 
dangerously Balkanised, with immigrant 
ghetttos existing cheek-by-jowl with British 
communities, and inevitable conflict breaking 
out between the incompatible cultures. 

The young man who confessed his hatred 
of ‘Pakis’ and recounted his alleged brawl with 
one is simply a product of this ghastly situation. 
If this hatred built up in him as a result of his 
living right in the centre of the nightmare 
environment his political leaders had created 
for him, we can only say that there are many 
tens, perhaps hundreds, of thousands of others 
who feel the same way — and not just on the 
white side of the divide. 

The programme did make reference to the 
perfectly true story of young Asians going on 
rape expeditions against white girls in the 
Keighley area — a story which both local police 
and the local Labour MP have corroborated. 


The best the commentator could say on this 
subject was that some Whites had engaged in 
rape as well. That may be true, but nobody has 
disputed that the rape wave has been mainly an 
Asian phenomenon, with white females as the 
main victims. If young white men, witnessing 
this on their very doorsteps, developed 
distinctly unfriendly attitudes towards the 
Asian community as a result, they would be 
displaying nothing more than the fact that they 
were human and had the instinct to defend 
their neighbourhoods and their womenfolk. 
This, of course, to leftish-liberal TV reporters 
like Mr. Gwynne, is very shocking and awful; 
but in fact it is a glimpse of the real world — 
the world of ‘diversity’ which he and his kind 
no doubt believe we should celebrate. 


ASIANS STARTED RIOT 


As for the Bradford riot in which the young 
Steve Barkham claimed to have injured the 
Asian; just supposing his story were true, the 
fact remains that this riot was started by Asians, 
who used it to go on a burning, looting 
rampage in the city. If a few Whites, tried 
beyond endurance by this hooliganism, retal- 
iated and left some of the rioters in a poorer 
state of health than they had been the day 
previous, should we be expressing outraged 
surprise? That is what happens when incom- 
patible communities are thrust together by the 
malignant design of politicians. The spotlight 
of condemnation should be on those politic- 
ians and not on their victims, even if some of 
the latter do act with excessive anger and force. 

Doubtless some, if not all, of those shown 
in Secret Agent are not a credit to the BNP. But 
the fact remains that every political party has 
its misfits and its bad apples. The case of the 
contemptible Mr. Richdale exhibits this 
perfectly. And there are many other pieces of 
garbage who litter the Tory, Labour and Lib- 
Dem parties, some of them councillors, some 
of them MPs and some even government 
ministers: ‘cottaging’ pervert Ron Davies for 
one example, the egregious Peter Mandelson 
for another — not to forget Messrs. Jonathan 
Aitken and Jeffrey Archer. 

And no doubt some Tories, Labourites and 
LibDems, fuelled by booze, romance about the 
things they would like to do to nationalists if 
given the chance. 

The difference is that the BBC does not 
send snoops into gatherings of these parties, 
armed with hidden video cameras, to take 
down for posterity the inebriated ramblings of 
people on their fringes. But perhaps they don’t 
really need to: what their leading lights do in 
public says enough! 
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The Editor 
‘Spearhead’ 
PO Box 2471 
Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


Sir: | was a little confused by your analysis 
contained in the July issue concerning the 
June elections. You say that priority was 
given to the Euro Election over the local 
elections. However, even though | was the 
No. 1 Euro candidate for London, | spent 
every day during the campaign in Grays 
(including the count on the Friday morning) 
attempting to retain Nick Geri’s seat on 
Thurrock council. The same can be said for 
Euro No. 1 Eastern Region candidate 
Matthew Single, who was with me the whole 
time. 

You appeared to criticise some resources 
being sent from London to help local elect- 
ions just outside Greater London. However, 
surely this contradicts the basis of your 
argument that priority be given to local elect- 
ions. Some good quality canvassers were 
diverted to help us in Grays from London; it 
was felt that canvassing a place as big as 
London would be futile in the scheme of 
things. | felt at the time, and still maintain, 
that our Mayoral booklet plus the highly 
successful days of action had a greater 
impact in London, with good quality canvass- 
ers being more productive trying to retain a 
ward just outside London’s boundary. As an 
aside, and being a Londoner myself who has 
worked in the capital nearly all my adult life, | 
would have thought that if Londoners are still 
oblivious to its enormous problems such as 
crime, transport and lack of indigenous 
personage then pin-prick canvassing would 
have little impact in increasing our share of 
the vote. 

In terms of financial help, Basildon BNP, 
who made no limits on the amount of cash 
we were allowed to spend, financed the 
whole Thurrock campaign. Obviously | can 
only testify for my own area but as far as | 
am concerned in both Thurrock and 
Basildon far more emphasis was given to the 
local elections than the Euro Election. Grays 
apart, our vote in every ward significantly 
went up. The trouble was that in some wards 
we hoped to win so did Labour’s. This was a 
strange phenomenon given the amount of 
hostility towards Labour during our canvass- 
ing. 

CHRIS ROBERTS 
Essex 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: The criticism of priorities 
being given to the Euro Election over local 
government elections was a general one 
applied nationwide but particularly in the 
North of England, where opportunities to get 
more councillors elected were lost. When 
the matter is looked at in the context of 
certain specific areas the criticism may well 
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be inapplicable. 

It was never suggested that canvassing a 
vast area like London was a realistic option, 
but some of our correspondents were of the 
opinion that more leafleting could have been 
done in certain profitable London districts 
had activists not been redirected elsewhere, 
and that this might have made the crucial 
difference needed to get one GLA councillor 
elected. After all, we were only 0.3 per cent 
short!) 


SIR: The list of the Griffin follies is long and 
painful to us all, but the biggest folly must be 
the contest for the European Parliament. 
With his assessment that four or five MEPs 
could be elected, Mr. Griffin was way wide of 
the mark. The cost to us of all this was a 
wasted £250,000 and a diminished effort in 
the local government elections. No more 
needs to be said. 

How much longer is this man going to 
reign as party chairman? The elections 
apart, how much more are we going to have 
to put up with in the dilution of our policies? 

Are we are a party of racial nationalists or 
a party of multi-racialists? | know what | am 
but does Mr. Griffin know what he is? We 
must start now to take the BNP back for 
genuine nationalism. 

KEITH AXON 
Birmingham 


SIR: | am rejoining the BNP but only because 
of the prospect of you becoming leader 
again. Griffin needs to go before he com- 
pletely destroys the only genuine nationalist 
party in Britain. 

Our enemies must be laughing their 
heads off at the way the BNP is going. It 
doesn’t seem as if it'll be long before the first 
black and Asian members will be joining. 

| heard on the BNP information line today 
that Guardian newspaper writers David 
Abramovich and Polly Toynbee have been 
voted the most ‘Islamophobic’ journalists 
and Nick Griffin the most ‘Islamophobic’ 
politician. Well, don’t get me wrong — |’m not 
an Islam-lover but | don’t have a problem 
with Islam either. Zionists are the real enemy. 
Muslims don’t have anything like the 
influence in this country that they do. 

S. WHITELEY 
Manchester 


SIR: In the light of current events within the 
BNP, with the present leadership gradually 
turning its back on racial nationalist prin- 
ciples, is it time for you, Mr. Tyndall, to start 
afresh and form a new political movement? 
If you did, | myself and many others | know 
would support you. 

S. GLOVER 

Stockport, Ches. 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: There is no future in new 
parties. We must all remain totally loyal to 
the BNP and remedy what is wrong in the 
party by action within.) 


SIR: Napoleon once remarked: “He who 
saves his nation can never violate a man- 
made law.” 

Now there must be many people like me 


who feel like puking at the very mention of 
so-called ‘democracy’ as envisaged in this 
country today. In a multi-racial, multi-cultural 
society it can only produce social bedlam 
and disorder. 

The political situation revealed daily here 
in Britain can only be likened to an eye 
cataract, for only when the disease is fully 
developed can surgery be possible and 
vision restored. 

For me, it is not necessary to be consul- 
ted on every single subject — a sham any- 
way. What | need to have and see with my 
open eyes is daily life which imbues a kind of 
pulsating promise, hope and beauty of which 
both my immediate family and fellow British 
citizens can be a part. 

Mussolini was asked in 1922 how his new 
Government would be seen. His reply was 
that simple: “The age of a thousand little 
people with a thousand little opinions is over 
in Italy.” Put another way, a TV celebrity, 
footballer, local radio commentator, et al, 
need never be asked what form the National 
Health Service should take. It’s too daft and 
silly for words, and it only leads to chaos. 
PHILIP FORDER-WHITE 
Shaftsbury, Dorset 


SIR: ‘I'll outlaw religious hatred,” says our 
Home Secretary. This, apparently, is a move 
we're assured will protect Muslims from 
abuse — not Britons, you'll notice, but 
Muslims. This gives you an idea of New 
Labour's true priorities. 

Critics have said, rightly, that Mr. Blunkett’s 
proposals are an unnecessary assault on 
free speech. One question that arises in my 
mind is: will Mr. Blunkett’s legislation work in 
reverse? Will white British Christians be 
protected against religious hatred by Muslims 
and others? Don't hold your breath! 

MIKE ROBINSON 
Sharnford, Leics. 


SIR: To much fanfare and palaver, the D- 
Day landings on the Normandy beaches 
have just been commemorated. But our 
soldiers, sailors and airmen went to war on 
empty words, being told they were fighting 
for ‘freedom’ and ‘democracy’. 

What freedom have we in this country 
now? Freedom to wallow in every form of 
idiocy and degeneracy; freedom for the 
moguls of the mass media to peddle their 
filth and mind-controlling poison that is 
helping destroy the innate genius of the 
British people. 

Since the end of World War II we have 
seen the erosion of discipline in schools to 
the extent that many youngsters leaving 
school after 12 years of state education 
(indoctrination, more like) can hardly read or 
write. This is reflected in a populace that has 
become hypnotised by brain-numbing soaps 
like EastEnders, which reflect today’s so- 
called politically correct society. In reality, 
the Londoners | have known are much more 
in tune with the BNP’s social views than with 
the poisoners who churn out the garbage in 
the aforesaid soap. 

BRIAN HOSIE 
Glasgow 


Lost souls? 


Yet another daft survey has 
been brought to us, this time 
by Common Purpose, a charity 
that campaigns for better 
leadership. It seems that 
talented 25- to 35-year-olds 
have lost their way. Weighed 
down by their mortgages and 
student and credit card debt, 
and trapped in jobs that do not 
allow them to develop their life 
goals, they would dearly love 
to move on to pastures new. 
What a load of twaddle! We 
challenge any reader to affirm 
that they would have done it 
all the same way if given a 
second chance. And, the 
malaise, if such it is, is surely 
not restricted to a privileged 
class. A people who have lost 
their culture, their religion, 
their sense of racial identity, 
and their self respect, may 
well feel that they have no- 
where to go. This, together 
with the worship of the 
mediocre in art, music, liter- 
ature and entertainment is no 
recipe for civilised living. As 
with a failing company, our 
folk have just one option left if 
they are to survive: sack the 
present board of directors and 
bring in the radical new blood 
that we need — which does not 
mean the whining leader of the 
opposition and his infuriating 
prattle about Britain being a 
great country. This land is our 
birthright. We will have it back 
— whatever it takes! 


Where is the logic? 


When Lvéov in Poland was 
occupied by the Soviet Union 
in 1939, Simon Wiesenthal 
avoided being exiled to Siberia 
by bribing a commissar in the 
NKVD (secret police). It turned 
out to be a sideways move 
because, two years later, 
German forces moved in; and 
Simon passed the rest of the 
war in no fewer than 12 labour 
camps, where he miraculously 
survived until liberated in 
1945. But, while most folk 
were content enough to pick 
up the pieces left to them after 
a war which achieved nothing, 
and which few of us wanted, 
our former architect embarked 
on a new venture — chasing 
Nazi ‘war criminals’. Across 
the world, and over several 
decades, his Jewish Docu- 
mentation Centre in Vienna 
has been seeking out former 
SS men, Gestapo personnel, 
and any other Germans, 
Latvians, Lithuanians etc., 
accused — often on the flim- 
siest of evidence — of committ- 


THE WAY WE 
—CIVE NOW 


Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


ing atrocities. Unbelievably, in 
Germany, newly discovered 
‘Nazis’ have lost their pension 
rights. And for services ren- 
dered to the Jewish comm- 
unity, Mr. Wiesenthal has been 
made a Knight Commander of 
the Order of the British Empire! 


Keeping afloat 


Thirty-five-year-old Shirley 
Robertson does not go to 
work. Instead, she sails! And 
she is in fact so experienced 
in this agreeable pastime that 
she will be competing in this 
year’s Olympics in Greece. So 
how on earth do she and her 
ex-stockbroker husband 
manage? Not so badly, it 
seems. They each get £1,000 
subsistence every month from 
the lottery, which also funds 
flights and hotels in her train- 
ing and racing programme! 
This undisclosed figure is 
almost certainly substantial, 
as she does most of her train- 
ing and competing abroad. 
Her sponsor, Volvo, chips in 
with other expenses and 
provides her with a powerful 
car to transport the boat, while 
BT Broadband and the Isle of 
Wight Council (which, remem- 
ber, has no money of its own!) 
also do their bit. Questioned 
as to whether she played the 
lottery she said she did not, 
but felt as though she did win 
it every month! She does not 
worry about money too much 
because “something always 
turns up.” We have no object- 
ion to this person sailing 
around the world backwards if 
it gives her pleasure, but 
reckon that she should 
perhaps pay at least part of 
her way for her spot of fun. 


Move over Milo 


We were disturbed to learn 
that the irrepressible former 
Serbian President, Slobodan 
Milosovic, whose fan club 
membership now probably 
exceeds David Beckham’s, 
intends to call 1,400 witnesses 
in his defence at The Hague 
War Crimes Tribunal. He has 


hogged the stage for too long 
and ought now to do the 
decent thing and give way to 
Ariel Sharon, George W. Bush, 
Donald Rumsfeld and our own 
Tony Blair before they get too 
old to plead! 

Meanwhile Richard May, 
the presiding judge, has died, 
and in his obituary we learn 
that, “... he had played a role in 
formulating the procedures 
and rules of evidence, which 
gradually gave the court a 
legitimacy in international 
eyes, from beginnings that 
were inevitably uncertain ones 
in uncharted territory.” What 
the writer appears to be saying 
is that these WCT shenan- 
igans are a sort of DIY prose- 
cution where the rules are 
made up as you go along. 
Cannot say we are surprised. 
Remember Nuremburg? 

Postscript: Historian, 
Simon Sebag Montefiore, 
suggests that the farce at The 
Hague, and the pending illegal 
prosecution of Saddam 
Hussein, should be seen not 
as show trials but, “... at the 
very least... acts of remem- 
brance; ... a healing tonic and 
a telling lesson... delivering 
repentance, redemption and 
renaissance.” Phew! 


Likely ladies... 


“The moment she walked into 
the room, heads swivelled and 
waiters fluttered around. 
Whatever ‘it’ is — charisma, 
don’t-give-a-damn attitude, an 
exhibitionist streak — this girl 
has it in spades. She may not 
be famous now, but the con- 
sensus is she soon will be. 
She oozes attitude, and you 
can see it in her dress sense — 
long pink talons and rhine- 
stone-encrusted jeans — and 
you can hear it in her bold 
brassy debut single, Bad Ass 
Strippa, in which she raps 
lyrical about Gucci thongs and 
see-through dresses by Luis 
Vuitton.” 


Aware that by now you may 
laughing, we have preserved 


the lady’s anonymity. But do 
reflect that this is, after all, 
serious stuff, and consider 
how wretchedly uninformed 
we would all be without the 
‘quality’ Sunday colour supp- 
lements to keep us in touch. 
Elsewhere, we are informed 
that at 40 Elle Macpherson, 
whoever she may be, has “lost 
none of her pizzazz.” Comfort- 
ing news! In another place we 
came across a reassuring 
advertisement informing the 
reader that, “... if you have not 
been born with a perfect 
bronzed, Amazonian body like 
Giselle, do not despair. So 
read on goddesses; soon you 
will be able to dare to bare as 
you venture into your own 
urban jungle.” And yet, once 
upon a time, our ancient 
minstrels used to sing the 
praises of our British beauties 
with their golden tresses and 
complexions as fair as those 
of the milk-white steeds who 
traditionally bore them along? 
Are we perhaps going in the 
wrong direction? 


Looking after 
the needy? 


The Roma National Con- 
gress, an organisation based 
in Hamburg which ‘represents’ 
gypsies, is ambitious. It seems 
that IBM, the multi-national 
computer corporation, supp- 
lied, around 60 years ago, the 
punch-card machines used to 
process and record the 
personal details of detainees, 
otherwise known as ‘Holo- 
caust’ victims. Now we do not 
blame the petrol companies 
every time there is a motoring 
accident. But Henri-Philippe 
Sambuc, the RNC’s legal 
adviser reasons along differ- 
ent lines, and is looking for 
£6.5 billion compensation. On 
the other hand, survivors of 
World War Il, whether British 
or German, who seek redress 
for being bombed, maimed or 
made homeless, should note 
that their claims will probably 
be rejected as frivolous! 


Euro 2004: 
Thermopylae 
revisited? 


Well not exactly, because 
this time the Greeks won, and 
of course we all support the 
underdog. But there was 
another unusual feature of this 
football match which failed to 
get a mention in the media. 
This was that all the players 
representing their country 
were Greek! 
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PO Box 2471, Hove, 


East Sussex BN3 4DT 


Alberta Experiment, The (C.H. Douglas) £10.00. 
The founder of the Social Credit Movement 
explains what happened when SC policies were 
adopted in the Canadian province. 


Alien (The General League of Anti-Communist 
Associations 1933) £7.00. The true story of the 
alien domination of Weimar Germany 1919- 1932. 
Introduction by Dr. E.R.Fields. 


Ancient Eugenics (Allen G. Roper, BA.) £3.50. 
How our forefathers maintained the quality of the 
race. 

... And the Truth and the truth 
Shall Set You Free shall set v Bx 
(David Icke) £15.95. shall set you free 
Al- though ridiculed apres gies 
and misquoted by the 
media, David Icke says 
much with which 
nationalists will agree. 


Anglo-American 
Establishment, The 
(Carroll Quigley) 
£12.95. A factual 
appraisal of the 
realities of power 
politics and a study of 
groups that work behind the scenes to influence 
world events. 


Animal Welfare in Germany (Kerry Bolton) 
£3.95. An impartial look at some pioneer 
legislation which was quickly repealed by the allies 
after World War Il. 


Anti-Semitism and the Babylonian Connection 
(Des Griffin) £9.75. An investigation into this 
fascinating and yet vexing question. 


Arriba Espana (Major F. Yeats Brown) £8.95. An 
eye-witness and professional view of the situation 
in Spain during the Civil War. 


Atrocities: The Moral Question (Sir Oswald 
Mosley) £4.50. How Europe is poisoned by 
hypocrisy and one-sided allegations. 


Banking Swindle, The (Kerry Bolton) £4.50. 
Short biographies of those who have opposed the 
charging of interest on money created by mere 
‘book entry’ without regard to real wealth or 
productive capacity. 


Behind The Lodge Door (Paul A. Fisher) 
£16.75. About the influence of Masonic secret 
societies on church and state. 


Best Democracy Money Can Buy, The (Greg 
Palast) £9.95. An investigative reporter exposes 
the truth about globalisation, corporate confid- 
ence tricks and high-finance fraudsters. 


Bitter Harvest (lan Smith) £20.00. About the 
great betrayal and the dreadful aftermath of 
‘independence’ in Rhodesia by Africa’s most 
controversial leader. 


Church and Usury, The (Rev. Patrick Cleary) 
£13.75. Although not much mentioned by 
Christians today, the sin of usury is still at the root 
of many of the world’s problems. 


Churchill: The End of Glory (John Charmley) 
» £33.55. A political biography showing the actual 
results for Britain of Sir Winston’s premiership. 
Hardback. 


Churchill’s War Vol. | (David Irving) £25.00. 
The first book in a two-part set. This book changes 
the way World War II is viewed, forever. 
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The prices given here include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. 
For postage overseas please enquire before 
ordering. 

Payments should be made to ‘Spearhead 
Books’ and sent to the above address. 

Spearhead Books handles works by numer- 
ous and varied independent authors. It should 
not need stating that the publisher of Spear- 
head may not necessarily endorse all the 
contents of these works. 


Churchill’s War Vol. Il (David Irving) £25.00. 
The history of the middle and later years of World 
War Two. 


Codreanu and the Iron Guard (Keith 
Thompson) £3.90. The inspiring and tragic story 
of Rumania’s nationalist movement. 


Cost of a Reputation (lan Mitchell) £17.95. 
About the libel case of Aldington versus Tolstoy 
and operation Keelhaul. 


Death of a City (Michael McLaughlin) £3.50. 
The tragic story of the destruction of Hamburg by 
wartime bombing and the resulting firestorm. 


Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire (Edward 
Gibbon) £7.00. The classic history treatise edited 
and abridged by Dero A. Saunders. 


Deculturalisation of the English People (John 
Lovejoy) £5.95. The sad story of the process by 
which the English people are in essence being 

destroyed, and a remedy to reverse the situation. 


Demjanjuk Affair, The (Yoram Sheftel) £23.00. 
The rise and fall of a show trial. 


Destruction of Dresden, The (David Irving) 
£25.00 1995 hardback edition. The pitiful story of 
the annihilation of a city and its people. 


Dispossessed Majority, The (Wilmot 
Robertson) £21.30. This book examines the 
problem of the loss of power by the numerically 
superior population. The racial aspect of this is 
fully and honestly dealt with. 


En Route to Global Occupation (Gary H. Kah) 
£12.75. A high-ranking government liaison officer 
exposes the secret agenda for world unification. 


Enemies of the Queen (Dr. Kitty Little PhD.) 
£3.90. Written from the author's personal know- 
ledge and experiences of the enemy within. 


Ethnostate, The (Wilmot Robertson) £15.95. A 
brilliant blueprint for a post-liberal society where 
race becomes a constructive binding agent. A 
book to provoke much thought on why you think 
as you do. 


Evita, The New Feminism (Evita Peron) £3.90. 
A selection of essays by this most revered person- 
ality. 


Fable of the Ducks and the Hens, The (George 
Lincoln Rockwell) £5.00. A colourful cartoon- 
style A-4 book telling the story of ‘asylum- 
seekers’ in a modern parable form. An excellent 
gift for children. 


Facing the Abyss (A.K. Chesterton) £3.50. The 
first leader of the National Front reveals secret 
forces behind world events. 


Ferenc Szalasi and the Arrow Cross (Pablo de 
Vago) £3.30. In faraway Hungary, a country about 
which most people know little, an epic struggle 


took place and a system called co-nationalism 
developed. 


Fiend and Felon . 
(Gerd Honsik) £10.50. | 317, ): 

The author shows the on Felon 
unsavoury side of the : 
character of Simon 
Wiesenthal. 


Final Judgement 
(Michael Collins 
Piper) £20.00. A 
best-seller from the 
USA. Piper makes a 
convincing case to 
prove that the Mossad, 
the feared Israeli 
intelligence service, was involved in the 
assassination of J.F. Kennedy. 


Flash Point (Ingrid Weckert) £15.95. The after- 
math of ‘Kristallnacht’ in 1938 had far-reaching 
consequences which in turn contributed to the 
Second World War. This book looks at instig- 
ators, victims and beneficiaries. Some of the 
conclusions shatter the orthodox view of 
contemporary teaching. 


Founding of The Magna Carta. £4.50. A trans- 
lation of the original from Latin. 


Generalship of Alexander the Great, The (Major 
General J.F.C. Fuller) £7.25. A biography and study 
of one of the world’s greatest war leaders. 


Giant With Feet of Clay (Jurgen Graf) £10.00. A 
thorough critique of Raul Hilberg’s The Destruct- 
ion of European Jewry. 


Gift of Ramu, The (Alexander Baron) £3.00. 
This fascinating novel tells of a wonderful gift to 
mankind and its consequences for the ‘money 
power’. 


Global Manipulators, The (Robert Eringer) 
£9.00. The real power of the internationalists 
exposed. 


Good Wagner Opera Guide, The (Denis 
Foreman) £12.50. A good and informative 
layman's guide, in spite of the author's prejudices. 


Grand Design, The (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
lifetime of experience and knowledge are drawn 
upon to explain the hidden causes of our people’s 
distress. 


Great Money Reformers (L. Wise) £9.00. Three 
booklets which detail the lives and ideas of Silvio 
Gesell, Arthur Kitson and Frederick Soddy 
regarding the ‘Money Question’. A valuable 
background for all those who are interested in 
Social Credit ideas. 


Grip of Death (Michael Rowbottom) £17.95. A 
lucid account of how virtually all the money in the 
economy has been created as debt to the banks. 


Holocaust Affirmers (Alexander Baron) £10.75. 
A hard look at the people pushing the ‘Holocaust’ 
stories. 


Holocaust Industry, The (Norman G. 
Finklestein). £18.00. Reflections upon the 
exploitation of Jewish suffering — real or imagined. 


Hunter (Andrew McDonald) £9.50. An exciting 
novel about a young man who rebels against 
race-mixing and ‘democratic’ oppression. 


| Saw Poland Betrayed (A.B. Lane) £7.00. 
Exposes the truth of the terrible tragedy of Poland. 


Irish Blueshirts (Keith Thompson) £2.50. About 
an organisation set firmly against both the IRA and 
Communism. 


Islam and the Reich (Atualla Bogdan Kopanski 
PhD.) £3.50. A fascinating account of how 
members of the Islamic community volunteered to 
enlist in the German forces wherever and 
whenever they had the opportunity. 


Jew, the Gipsy and El Islam, The (Sir Richard 
F. Burton) £19.00. 
This famous explorer, 
writer and adventurer 
reveals all he discov- 
ered during his excit- 
ing life. 


John Hargrave and 
the Greenshirts 
(Kerry Bolton) £2.75. 
About the history and 
development of the 
militant arm of the 
Social Credit 
movement in Britain. 


Land and the People 

(Jorian Jenks) £3.30. One of the founders of the 
Soil Association sets out his ideas for the 
revitalisation of Britain’s agriculture. A pre-war 
Blackshirt publication. 


Liars Ought to Have Good Memories 
(Alexander Baron) £4.95. An accurate exposure 
of the workings of the Communist Jewish lie 
factory otherwise known as Searchlight magazine. 


Lifting the Lid off the ADL (Dr. William L. 
Pierce) £2.30. Some astounding revelations 
regarding the real ‘haters’ within the mass media. 


Lightning and the Sun, The (Savitri Devi) £8.95. 
Three figures from history compared: Akhnaton, 
Genghis Khan and Adolf Hitler. 


Lincoln’s Negro Policy (Ernest Sevier Cox) 
£4.95. Contrary to what is currently believed, 
President Lincoln planned repatriation for 
America’s Blacks. 


March to Sanity (Maj. Gen. J.F.C. Fuller) £4.20. 
Commonsense ideas that could have saved 
Britain from the horrors of war. 


Might is Right (Ragnar Redbeard) £9.95. 
Many people believe that the original author 
may have been Jack London, but this new work 
with additional commentary and notes 
emphasise the main thesis: that struggle and 
courage will be required to save our folk from 
destruction. 


Mind Britain’s Business (Capt. Gordon 
Canning) £2.50. A foreign policy to bring peace 
and security. Pre-war but still relevant today. 


Money! Questions and Answers (Father 
Charles E. Coughlin) £10.75. The famous 
inter-war American ‘Radio Priest’ explains why 
money should be the servant of the people and 
not its master. 


My Awakening (David Duke) £24.00. One of the 
finest books to deal with issues which are of 
concern to white people everywhere. 


Myth of the Noble Savage, The (Kerry Bolton) 
£6.75. About the falsification of history as a 
cultural weapon. 


Nameless War, The (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£11.00. A nationalist classic. The struggle for the 
soul of Europe and the White Race. About the 
hidden forces behind World War II and the identity 
of the real victors. 


Other Concentration Camps (Jeffrey Hamm) 
£2.50. Born in South Wales and arrested in the 
Falkland Islands in 1940, the author was interned 
without charge or trial. This is the story. 


Out of Step (Arnold Leese) £3.95. The life story 
of one of Britain’s foremost experts on the Jewish 
question. 


Palestine Catastrophe (Michael Palumbo) 
£9.00. A book about the 1948 expulsion of a 
people from their homes and lands. 


Poisoned Chalice (Henry Klein) £4.50. The 
autobiographical story of the lawyer who defended 
those who wanted peace with Germany during the 
‘Great Sedition Trial’ in the USA. 


Race Books (H.B. Isherwood) £4.00. Four books 
entitled Man’s Racial Nature; Race and Kinship; 
Race and Politics and Religion and the Racial 
Controversy. 


Race Warriors (Russell Lewis) £11.95. The 
perverse results of anti-racism. 


Racial Realities In Europe (Lothrop Stoddard) 
£7.25. An examination of the various ethnic types 
that made up modern Europe before the current 
black invasion. 


Religious Attitudes of the Indo-Europeans 
(Prof. Hans Gunther) £7.95. Translated by the 
late Vivian Bird. A study of the pre-Christian faiths 
of our people. 


Rudolf Report, The 
(Germar Rudolf) 
£20.00. A scientific 
examination of the 
‘gas chambers’ of 
Auschwitz and related 
issues. 450 pages. 


Runes (J. Dees) 
£11.95. An enter- : 
taining and instructive | 
book on the meaning 
of these ancient 
symbols and the 
mythology of each 
individual sign. A beautiful production. 


Seeing Red, Being Green (Denis Hill) £10.50. 
The autobiography of a working-class man who 
began as a communist and then, due to a 
process of logical deduction and experience, 
developed views that would make him welcome 
at any gathering of the BNP. 


Serpent’s Walk (Randolph D. Calverhall) £7.95. 
A fictional story of a revolution in 2049. This time, 
as the author says, “The Good Guys Win.” 


Settlers in Eastern and Central Africa (Capt. 
K.R. McKilliam) £3.90. A first-hand view by a 
colonial education officer of how white rule was 
under- mined by British politicians, to the 
detriment of the native Africans. 


Silent Spring (Rachel Carson) £7.00. This was 
one of the first popular mainstream books to 
awaken many people to the importance of 
environmental issues. 


Six Million Reconsidered (David McCalden) 
£5.95. An illustrated history of ‘holocausts’ 
throughout the ages. 136 pages. 


Stranger Than Fiction (Anon.) £6.00. An 
amazing and detailed report of the ‘hidden hand’ 
behind the destruction of the World Trade Centre. 
Convincing and authenticated revelations and 
research. 


Taxation and the People (Sir Oswald Mosley) 
£2.50. Proposals for a fairer system for all. 


Teddy Bare (Zad Rust) £11.00. About the last of 
the Kennedy Brothers. 


Temple of Wotan (Ron McVan) £18.50. The 
mysteries of antiquity and the ethnic spiritual 
mythos of the Euro-Pagan world explained with 
the ceremonies and rituals of Wotanism. 


That Bastard Churchill (Major M.F. Thurgood) 
£5.60. A blistering attack on the warlord Churchill 
and an exposure of his disastrous financial 
policies, vile temper, tragic wartime strategy, 
alcoholism and pet foibles. 


They Dare Speak Out (Paul Findley) £16.95. 
Many examples of how the Israeli lobby in the 
USA ruins politicians, academics and patriotic 
citizens who dare even to ask for debate on the 
Palestine question. 


Thinkers of the Right, Challenging Materialism 
(Kerry Bolton) £12.50. Great writers and thinkers 
of the 20th century who supported the ‘Radical 
Right’. Among the personalities covered are 
Evola, Marinetti, Williamson, Campbell, Yeats, 
Pound, Mishima and D.H. Lawrence. 


To Restrain the Red Horse (Alan D. Armstrong) 
£11.95. About the urgent need for radical 
economic reform. 


Torture (A Report from the CDL) £3.30. A 
compilation of the evidence which shows that the 
United States Army used cruel and barbaric 
methods of torture upon its prisoners when the 
Second World War was over. A timely report 
sub-titled from ‘Germany to Iraq’. 


Towards World Government (Deirdre Manifold) 
£10.75. A timely warning of the coming world 
dictatorship. 


Turner Diaries, The (Andrew McDonald) £9.50. 
An exciting futuristic tale of the white backlash. 


Under the Flat Stones (Ted Budden) £4.50. 
Some of the best essays from this popular and 
humorous nationalist. 


Ventilations (Wilmot Robertson) £9.50. A series 
of essays covering many aspects of racial 
nationalism and revealing great perception and 
knowledge of world events. 


Vikings (J. Wooding) £8.95. About the lives, 
history, mythology and influence of our Norse 
ancestors. 


Which Way Western Man? ( William Gayley 
Simpson) £28.00. The stark facts of extinction 
and slavery or resurgence and rebirth for the white 
race are laid before the reader. Will we be hated 
forever by our descendants or can we rise to the 
greatest challenge that any generation has ever 
had to face? 


White Power (George Lincoln Rockwell) 
£11.00. One of those books never to be forgotten. 
The ship of state, the friends of the captain and 
the disaster! 


Why Civilisations Self-Destruct (Elmer Pendell) 
£10.30. An examination of the reasons why 
societies die out, with examples from ancient to 
modern times. 


Why | Took Up Arms Against Bolshevism (Lt. 
Gen. Andrei Vlasov) £6.00. The tale of the lives 
and deaths of the Russians who fought against 
Stalin. 


Witness to History (Michael Walsh) £6.00. 
There are probably more facts and quotes 
regarding the Third Reich in this A4 
magazine-size book than in any other 
publication. 
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Edmonds slams non-white member scheme 


RICHARD EDMONDS, former national 
organiser of the British National Party, was 
the main speaker at a lively meeting of 
Rochdale BNP on the 14th July, attended by 
some 80-90 people. Mr. Edmonds began by 
saying that party activists, candidates, 
members and supporters were to be congrat- 
ulated for the energy and spirit they had 
shown in the previous month’s elections. 
The tally of over 800,000 votes was a solid 
achievement and a heartening sign of support 
from the British electorate. 

He then turned to the subject that every- 
body had been talking about: the proposal 
made by the present party leader Nick Griffin 
and his Advisory Council that the BNP 
would have to change its constitution and 


admit non-white members. 

Mr. Edmonds expressed total opposition 
to this planned move. The pretext given by 
Mr. Griffin, that legal pressures arising 
from race legislation were compelling the 
party to take this step, he completely 
rejected. He stated: “We British nationalists 
and patriots have co-existed with this Race 
Act for 28 years now; and we have never in 
all that time had to give up our freedom of 
association. ” 

The loud applause that greeted this state- 
ment indicated that the vast majority of those 
present agreed with the speaker. The mood 
of the meeting was of firm resolve to defend 
the true racial nationalist principles on which 
the BNP was founded and has won support. 


GOOD ELECTION RESULTS — DESPITE THE SUM 


THE VICIOUS SMEAR STORY against the 
BNP published in The Sun newspaper on July 
16th, giving an advance preview of the 
hateful BBC TV programme on the party in 
the evening (see page 21), did not stop voters 
in Essex and Lancashire turning out to 
support the party in considerable strength 
that day. In the Vallance ward of Dagenham 
the BNP candidate Lawrence Rustem came 
second in the poll with 576 votes (31.5 per 
cent), while in the nearby Rainham & 
Wennington ward of Havering Mark Blunden 
won 549 votes (21.3 per cent). 

Meanwhile in the Earcroft ward of Black- 
burn in a two-seat council election Nicholas 
Holt obtained 133 votes and Anthony Dailly 


109, the combined votes coming to 10 per 
cent of the poll. Here the two BNP men had to 
contend with competition from other 
nationalist candidates, the total nationalist 
vote coming to over 20 per cent. 


Computer glitch 


For about eight days last month between the 
12th and 20th July a malfunction in our editor’s 
computer resulted in many e-mails sent to him 
not being received. The trouble is thought to be 
overcome now but the lost e-mails cannot be 
recovered. Would anyone who sent any e-mails 
which required a reply that was not received 
please send them again. Thank you. 


How to obtain Spearhead 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Please fill in the 
form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also the 
rates for bulk-buyers. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (piease tick box where applicable):- 
British Isles £24.000; Overseas surface mail £27.000; Air mail Europe £29.200;; Air mail 


elsewhere £35.6000. 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £5.50 is required in the 


paying for banker’s commission and charges. 
Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 


eee eee eee CCC CeCe CCC reer ee ee eee eee 


10-19 copies £1.10 each; 20-49 copies £1.00 each; 50-99 copies 83p each; 100-199 | 
copies 69p each; 200-499 copies 60p each; 500 copies 55p each. For advice on postal 
rates for these quantities please contact our office. | 
All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent | 
to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT. Please do not include payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 
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Rochdale: Richard Edmonds speaks 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.78 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.45 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 


Over this past month, there have been so 
many confusing and, at times, contradictory 
announcements from British National Party 
headquarters that it has been extremely 
difficult to know exactly what has been going 
on. We put these words to paper here (July 
21st) mindful of the fact that they may be 
completely outdated or overtaken by events by 
the time this issue reaches the reader. 

It all started with a statement by party 
chairman Nick Griffin that the BNP would very 
likely be forced by new legislation to change its 
constitution to admit non-Whites to member- 
ship, and that therefore it should pre-empt that 
legislation by putting through the constitutional 
change before it came into force. As an alter- 
native option, Mr. Griffin suggested that the 
BNP might close down as a political party 
fighting elections and carry on merely as a non- 
party pressure group. 

In our leader article on page four we 
condemn these proposals utterly and ask how 
they came to be endorsed by more than thirty 
people at a recent leadership meeting. Then in 
an article beginning on page six of this issue, 
our editor dissects the proposals, explaining 
that they are utterly unnecessary anyway. 

Since these two articles were written and 
set in page form, there have been indications 
that the leadership may have been having 
second thoughts. An item was placed on the 
party’s website which seemed to confirm our 
editor’s, and many others’, view that a constit- 
utional change could well be delayed until the 
legislation (if it ever came) was passed, and 
that, in effect, the party could in the meantime 
carry on without altering its membership rules. 

All this business then seemed to fade into 
the background following the TV programme 
Secret Agent, broadcast on BBC1 on the 15th 
July. It was announced by the party and in the 
press that Barclays Plc., the BNP’s main 
bankers, had decided to cease trading with it 
and was closing its accounts. It was also 
announced by the party and in the press that 
some of these accounts had been frozen! 

We quickly made enquiries with two 
separate solicitors and obtained from them the 
opinion that a bank does not and cannot itself 
make the decision to freeze any account; that 
can only happen if it receives an order from 
outside to do so which has the backing of the 
law. That normally occurs when some special 
investigation is being carried out into alleged 
malpractice of some kind. 

At the time of our going to press, there has 
been no official confirmation or denial that any 
such investigation is taking place — which 
makes the news of the freezing of the accounts 
something of a mystery. No doubt all will be 
revealed in due course. 

In the meantime, a posting on the BNP 
website on July 17th speculated that the party 
may forced into a position in which it had to 
choose between the following three options:- 


a) Undertaking a number of expensive legal 
actions against the TMG newspaper group 


Spearhead asks 
the question that 
is on many minds 


(whose pressure on Barclays resulted in 
the latter’s action) for illegally obtaining 
bank documents, and seeking redress in the 
courts. This is expensive, a lengthy proced- 
ure, and the party has no absolute guarantee 
of winning. 


b) Closing down the political party known as 
the BNP and reforming with a new constit- 
ution and new name. 


c) Moving all accounts offshore and contin- 
uing to function as a political lobby-type 
organisation but whose presence in elect- 
ions would be illegal (the Electoral Comm- 
ission rule being that registered political 
parties must hold bank accounts in the UK). 


Hence we come back again to the theme of 
the BNP closing down as a political party and 
continuing to exist only as a pressure group. 
This time the idea is floated as being necess- 
itated, possibly, by the Electoral Commission’s 
rule about holding bank accounts, whereas 
previously the reason given was _ possible 
legislation concerning rules of membership. 
According to the website statement: “Quite 
simply, if the BNP is forced into a situation 
where no UK bank will deal with the party the 
BNP will have to cease as a political party 
which fights elections.” [Option (c)]. 

As for option (b), it should be clear that if 
the above supposition were correct there would 
be no point in the BNP closing down and 
reforming as another party, since it would be no 
time before exactly the same measures would 
be taken against that party, and we would be 
back where we started. 

In fact, one of the solicitors we have 
consulted has expressed the opinion that 
Barclays’ action is occasioned by that bank’s 
own special deference to liberal establishment 
lobbies, dating from pressures to which it was 
subjected over business in South Africa in 
Apartheid days, and that that action is not likely 
to be repeated by banks across the board — 
other words that the BNP has every good 
chance of relocating its accounts with other 


just what is happening | in the BNP? 


banks. In this case, talk of abdicating from the 
field of contesting elections or setting up as 
another party would be highly premature. 

There is not the slightest doubt that the 
BNP has entered into a new phase in which it is 
coming under intensified pressure from the 
political establishment and the media aimed at 
putting it out of business. The intimidation of 
Barclays Bank and the bank’s surrender to that 
intimidation are examples of this, just as was 
the TV programme Secret Agent. In addition to 
these factors, we would also suggest that there 
are people placed within the BNP who are 
working to the same objective. 

In such a situation it is absolutely imper- 
ative that everyone in the party keeps a cool 
head and does not become stampeded into 
declarations and suggested ‘solutions’ prompted 
by panic. It does not help if scare stories based 
on pure speculation are circulated in such a way 
as to undermine morale and leave members 
wondering if next week or next month there is 
going to be any BNP left. 

The BNP wil/ survive if we all stand firm 
and pull out all our resources to deal with these 
problems as they occur. 

But in the meantime it would be handy to 
know just what is going on! 


RECORDINGS 


Tyr Services are pleased to present 
two items of interest to all national- 
ists:- 


Video of Spearhead Group meeting 
(Leeds, 11th July 2004). This contains 
speeches by Tony Braithwaite, Peter 
Rushton, Eddy Morrison and John 
Tyndall. Comes complete in a video box 
with full-colour cover. £10 (inc. p&p) 


Audio CD: John Tyndall speaks in 


New Orleans, 29th May 2004. This 
contains John Tyndall's inspirational 
speech to American and other white 
patriots at the European-American 
Leadership and Unity Conference 
hosted by David Duke. JT at his very 
best. £10 (inc. p&p). 

A package containing both items is 
available for just £17 (inc. p&p) from:- 
Tyr Services, BCM Tyr, London WC1N 
3XX, UK. Please make all cheques out 
to Tyr Services. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent, 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 


these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence another need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested — in which case 
an SAE would be appreciated. Thanks. 
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How It Was Done: The rise of Burnley 
BNP - the inside story (by Steven Smith). 
Available from Cliviger Press, 7 West- 
view, Overtown, Cliviger, Burnley, Lancs. 
BB10 4TG. £5.00 (inc. p&p). 


ONE of the well-worn myths surrounding the 
British National Party is that the tremendous 
electoral successes it has had since 2001 
have been due to the softening up of policies 
and the employment of various politically 
correct gimmicks to convey an image of 
‘liberalisation’. 

But to test this supposition we can do no 
better than go to Burnley, the area where the 
most spectacular victories have been 
achieved, with a current score of six town 
councillors. A study of the development of 
Burnley BNP will show that the branch there 
has campaigned on a platform of full-blooded 
racial nationalism, with a friendly face but 
without resort to any of these dodgy methods. 
The story of Burnley BNP’s rise from almost 
nothing to the position of being the party’s 
most successful branch is one of a promotion 
of uncompromising nationalist policies, 
combined with intelligent electioneering and 
recruitment, harnessed to single-minded 
dedication by local activists. 

Now we have the chance to read the 
success story of Burnley BNP as seen by the 
man who has stood right in the centre of this 
remarkable rise. Former organiser and co- 
founder of the branch Steven Smith has put 
his experiences into a very readable book 
which is fascinating and enjoyable, hugely 
instructive, and inspirational in its message. 
How It Was Done is an 75-page illustrated 
publication which should be studied by all. 

The book begins with a chapter approp- 
riately titled ‘The beginning’. It deals with the 
author's first introduction to the BNP when 
he was the curator of the Burnley Heritage 
Centre, a small museum in the town which 
originated in his great interest in local 
history, from where he also ran the office of 
his accountancy business. His deep involve- 
ment in the party really started when he met 
the then regional organiser for North West 
England, Chris Jackson. The latter per- 
suaded him to go with a party from the North 
West to the BNP’s 1998 Annual Rally, held 
in the West Midlands. At about the same 
time he met Simon Bennett, who was to 
prove a highly valued, not to say indispen- 
sable, colleague in the times ahead. 

Soon after the rally, Steve made moves 
to get the Burnley branch of the BNP firmly 
established. He brought to the task his own 
highly individual style of running things. The 
party policy at that time was that local organ- 
isers were judged, not by adherence to a 
rigid set of operational rules, but upon results. 
Regular and systematic leafleting of the town 
was instituted, but Steve introduced his own 
innovations. One was a sandwich board, 
which he personally paraded through the 
town at busy times in the day. Another was 
what he called the ‘A Board’, a similar device 
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but larger and towed on a trailer by a motor 
vehicle. These two publicity aids soon started 
to make a huge impact. 

Enquiries and more recruits soon came 


Review by 
JOHN TYNDALL 


in, and the branch geared itself up to fight its 
first elections. In one of them, in the Fullege 
ward, Simon Bennett won an impressive 20 
per cent of the poll. Steve speaks of this 
period in his book thus: “We were young, 
fresh enthusiastic, determined and resolute. 
We knew we could beat the system and we 
knew that all we had to do was work hard, 
which we did.” This set the pattern for future 
activity and growth. 

Chapter 2 of the book deals with the 
general election of 2001, in which Burnley 
branch was one of those which shook the 
country, with Steve as its candidate obtaining 
4,151 votes (11.3 per cent of the poll). 

Shortly after this, Steve was charged with 
an infringement of electoral law and sent to 
jail. Chapter 3 of his book deals with the 
period of his confinement. He was not in the 
least bit discouraged by this experience but 
was back on the job immediately upon his 
release following a three-month sentence. 
Immediately, preparations were put in hand 
for the local government elections of 2002. 
These were to result in the first big break- 
through. Burnley BNP succeeded in getting 
three of its candidates onto the town council, 
and its achievement became national and 
world news. From then on, a great many 
eyes were focused on the local party. 


Nastiness from the opposition 


Predictably, this was to provoke some 
vicious actions by left-wing opponents 
against the branch and against Steve Smith 
personally. His shop premises, which housed 
the museum and office, were daubed with 
slogans and some windows smashed. 
Shortly afterwards a screwdriver was driven 
though the radiator of his car and a back 
door to the premises was set on fire. 

People react positively or negatively to 
these incidents depending on their 


character. Steve’s reaction was typical. He 
welcomed them for the excellent publicity 
they gener- ated, and at a branch meeting 
afterwards he told his members that “had 
these would-be snipers and arsonists pulled 
up outside my shop and sprayed it with 
automatic gunfire | might consider giving 
them a little more respect.” In the book he 
recounts how he accepted that these 
annoyances were really nothing compared 
with the sacrifice and suffering of the men 
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and women who died in the two World Wars. 

The book then deals with the build-up 
towards the local government elections of 
2003, crowned with a great victory in which 
the branch brought its score of councillors up 
to eight. These were later reduced to six by 
factors beyond Steve’s or the branch's 
control, but that is another story. 

Burnley BNP has been through its trials 
as well as its triumphs, and Steve Smith 
addresses these frankly and philosophically. 
Indeed there is a great deal of sound philo- 
sophy in How It Was Done, which is a 
superb instruction manual in developing the 
right attitudes as well as applying the right 
techniques of activity. It is absolutely 
essential reading for BNP enthusiasts, and | 
strongly urge that people start sending in 
their orders for it without delay. 


FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 


Friends of Spearhead is a support group that has been formed for the purpose of 
ensuring our magazine’s continued survival. 

Members of Friends of Spearhead pay a subscription of a minimum of £10 a month, 
in return for which they may, if they wish, receive five copies of each monthly issue 
for redistribution (by whatever means they prefer). This subscription may be paid by 


cheque or direct debit, in which case our bank details will be supplied. 
_ In addition, Friends of Spearhead undertakes certain other promotions, details of 
which are advertised as they occur. 
We hope very much that our readers and supporters, not only i in the UK but 
around the world, will rally to help us in this project. — 
Friends of Spearhead can be contacted at PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4pr. 
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